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C E N T li A L C O M MI T T E E. 


I9rc0tlient. 

J'liK IIon’bt.e Siii JAMES WILLIAM COLVILE, kt. 

'ruE Veneuabee Alien deacon Pua i t. 
Edward Cuuuie, Es<j., c. s. 

The Reverend II. S. FiSitEU. 

'PjrE Reverend A. Hamilton. 

The Reverend II. TIdtton. 
li. J. Colvin, Esq., c. s. 

'PnE Memheus ok Council — Judges ok the Sukreme Court — 
'I'liu SIk.nuk.rs ok the Select Vestry, and ok ai.l tcie 
District Comjuttees ; and all Surscuiuers to the 
Amount ot One Hundred Rutees Annually. 

glI|oitot*ari> 

J. GREG OR V VOS, Esq., m. d. 

!a00t0tant 

Mr. D. TEMPLETON. 

iHrUIral ©mirrr. 

ROBERT STUART, Esq., m. d. 

Crraumrrr. 

liANK OF BENGAL. 


The ComrutHrc vicrfs in t/in 'Eomi Hall tm the last Tuesday 
of every moHlh, at 9 dvlock A. M. 
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LADY WILLIAM BENTINCK’S FUND, 

1835. 

Tiiti: Goveknou gkneeae. 

The Cittee Justice, 

The Lokd Bishop of Calcutta, 

For the time hchtcf. 


LOKNATII FUND FOR THE FOOR INVALIDS. 

Endowed, 

1854 . 
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DWAUKANATII TACOllE’S FUND 

FOB 

I5L1ND POOR. 

Estart.isiied tn 1838. 

II, M. Parker, Esq., a ’ Baboo Prosonnocomar Tn gore. 

Win. Prinsep, Esq., Europu. Baboo Debendernatli Tagore. 
William Carr, Es(j., J Baboo Greeiidernath Tagore. 


Associated with the Central Committee. 
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Mk8. ENGLISH’S CHARITY, 

r LACED ZANDER THE MANAGEMENT 

OP THE 

DISTRICT CHARITABLE S 0 C I E T Y, 

BY 

a. A. BUSIIBY, r. s., 

T K u S T 15 10, 

IN 


1810. 
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GENERAL ALMS-IIOirSE and LEPER ASYLUM, 
VISITING COMMITTEE. 

B. J. Colvin, Esq. 

Cecil Beadoii, Esq. 

J. II. E 'ergusson. Esq. 

11. 11. Withers, Esq. 

J. II. Norman, Esq. 

C. II. Bickford, Esci. 

II. E. Braddon, Esq. 


And the Bresidents and Secretaries of the respective 
District Committees. 
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ST. PAUL’S CATHEDRAL DISTRICT COMMITTEE. 

of tfte 

The Right Reverend the Lord Bishop of Calcutta. 

The Venerable Archdeacon J. If. Pratt. 

Tlie Revd. II. S. Fishery M. A. R. Molloy, Es(|. 

The Revd. II. Motile^ a. m. R. O’Dovvda, Esep 

The Revd. J. Blonielield. Major II. Fraser, (Absent.) 

The Revd. C. Davies. Cecil Beadon, Esq. 

Col. W. N, Forbes. Major Abercrombie. 


Mu. John G. LLinvimYN. 
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ST. JOHN’S DISTRICT COMMITTEE. 

of tlje Select Vc^tviK 

The Right Reverend the Lord Bishoj> of* Calcutta. 

Tlie Venerable Ax’chdeacon J. 11. Pratt. 

The Reverend Arthur Hamilton, B. C. B. 

J’he Reverend J. M. Rellew, S. C. B. 

R. Stuart Palmer, Esej. 

W. Duncan, Esq. 

(Vacant.) 

(Vacant.) 

vc^tvtf mtvu. 

Mu. John G. Llewebyn. 

^eevetavv aitO limpettov. 

Mr. George Thomas. 


'I'he Committee meets oit the last JVednesday of every month, 

'The I*c7isioners are jjaid on the first Thursday of every 

month. 


B 
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OLD CHURCH DISTRICT CHARITABLE 
COMMITIT^E. 


The Revehenh 1L Hutton^ b. a. 

IJirr-Hmiliritt. 

The Revekexd 1L Smith. 




W. Boniiaii(L l^sq. 

J. 11. Bartlett, Esq. 

T. Black, Esq. 

H. E. Braddon, Esq. 
J. Dodd, Esq. 

J, 11. Eergusson, Esq. 
G. W. Kellner, Esq. 


J. JI. Norman, Esq. 

G. W. jMonltrie, Esq. 
C. S. Ijcresche, Es(j. 
J. W. Twalling, Esq. 
W. Twendow, Esq. 

H. H. Withers, Esq. 


jt}onotar» ^ctvttavv anli Evtamvtv. 

M. S. Tembleton, lisQ. 

^uvctavv Hn^pcrtov* 

Mr. W. a. Lr3ioND. 


One Native Writer and one Peon. 

Meetings of the Committee are held at the Old Church Booms, 
on the loth of each month; — ichen it fdls on a Sunday or 
H oliday, the Meeting takes place on the folloioing day. 

The Pensioners are paid on the (Sth of every month. 
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S r. JAMES’ DISTRICT CHARITABLE COMMITTEE. 

iilmitrent. 

ITiE Reverend R. B. Bosweel, u. a. 

Tlio RcvcreiKl T. SanJys. 

T. Black, Esij. I J. J. L. Hoir, Esq. 

E. I). Eabiuii, Es<i. i N. Kori’, Es(j. 

C. VV. Harris, Escy j C. H. Kerr, Esq. 

W. 11. Holt; Esq. 

aitH iKfraisuwtr. 

C. II. JvETiR, Esq. 

lS0taliU0f)iiutit. 

One Clerk and Inspector, and u Peon. 
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HOWRAH DISTRICT CHARITABLE COMMITTEE, 

ifUrmlbrr^. 


H. Alexander, Es({., O. S. 
Revd. Principal Kay. 

P. Homfray, Escp 
John Hodgson, Esq. 


J. R. Warde, Esq., C. S. 
Revd. A. Gar still. 

J. Mackenzie, Esq. 
i C. Grose, Esq. 


^onor«^ri^ ^tcvttavv iitvcamvcw 

JaiMes Mackenzie, Esq. 
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NA;riVE COMMITTEE. 


IHmilirnt 

Rajah Sutto Cuurn Gjiosaj.. 

Rajah Purtaub Cliuiicler Singh. 

Paboo Ramgopaul Gliose. 

Baboo Rajeiiclcr Dutt. 

Baboo Peary Chanel Mittra. 

Baboo Eslian Chniuler Bose. 

Baboo Nilconiiil Banerjea. 

Baboo Beniola Churn Day. 

Baboo Gannondro Mohiin Tagore. 

The Revd. Professor Krishna Mohun Banerjea. 
Baboo Lokenath Bose. 

ftionovavv Sbcnttavvi* 

Baboo Radanath Sickdah, 


One Re])orter, and one Inspecting Jemadar. 


The Jteetiuf/s of the Committee are held on the last Wednesday 
of the month. 


The Pensioners are paid on the first Sunday of every month. 



TWENTY-THIRD REPORT 


OF THE 

DISTRICT CHARITABLE SOCIETY. 


The Central Committee of the District Charitable Society, 
submit for tlie information of its su])portcrs and the public at 
largo, the following Report of their Proceedings during the past 
year. 

Tlie Society has been deprived of the Services of the Revd. 
Henry Thomas, President of the Old Churcli District Com- 
mittee, who has been compelled by severe illness to quit India 
for a time : on which occasion tlie following Proceedings and 
Resolution were recorded. 

Extract f rom the Proceedings of the Old Church Committee^ Dis- 
trict Charitable Society^ at a JSpecial Meeting held m the Old 
Church Rooniy on 'Thursday , the 7th July 18o3. 

Read a letter, dated the 29th ultimo, from the Revd. H. Thomas, 
President of the Old Church Committee, District Charitable Society, to 
the address of the Secretary, intimating that his connexion with the 
Old Church Committee will cease, for a time at least, in consequence 
of his departure to the Cape for the benefit of his health, and request- 
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jiijr that his warmest thanks be conveyed to the gentlemen of the 
Committee for the kind support rendered by them to him, in the 
management of the affairs of the Society. 


Hesolution , — That this Committee is desirous, on the approaching 
departure for the Cape of Good Jlotic, in ill-health, of its respected 
President, the Reverend II. Tliomas, to express to him the heart-felt 
symi)athy, esteem, and warm regard of its members and their earnest 
wislies and prayers that it may please (iod to restore him to Ins sphere 
of usefulness in this place in renovated health and strength. It desires 
also to record its sense of the able, conscientious, and Christian manner, 
in which the duties of Fresident of this Committee have uniformly 
been discharged, and of his most valuable punctuality and regularity 
in all matters of business connected with those duties. The Committee 
feels greatly obliged to ^Mr. Thomas for his very kind letter of the 2f)th 
ultimo, addressed to hlr. Templeton, and warmly reciprocates the kindly 
feelings entertained towards its members by IMr. Thomas. 

(Signed) 11. II. WITHERS, 

Chairman. 


(True Extratd,) 

M. S. TElMFLETOISr, 

Secy., O. C. CommitteCy District Charitable Society. 


It was then proposed by the Lord Bishop, seconded by the 
Honorable the President, and unaiiimoxishj resolved: "Tliattl)c 
above extract be received and embodied in the next Annual 
Report of the Society; that this Committee fully concurring 
in the sentiments expressed by the District Committee, on 
the occasion of the departure for the Cape of their President 
the Revd. H. Thomas, take this opportmiity to record their 
appreciation of the indefatigable zeal and diligence displayed 
by their late colleagne Mr. Thomas, one of tlie V^icc-lVesi- 
dents of the Central Coinmittco, with reference to the objects 
of the Society.” 
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The Central Committee had the pleasure in December last 
to receive two letters from Baboo Loknath Bose, relative to 
his request, that the Society should appropriate the interest of 
a sum of Rupees 3,000 in Government Paper, to the relief of* 
the Poor. The first letter was as follows : 


De. VOS, Secretary District Charitable Society, 

My Deab Sir, 

I wish to know if you can set apart the interest 
of a Government Promissory Note for Company’s Rupees 3,000 for the 
actual relief of the poor when such a one is made over to you. I am 
very anxious to receive an early answer. 

Your’s most faithfully, 

LOKNATH ROSE. 


In reply. Baboo Loknath Bose was informed that the Society 
would gladly be the almoners of the proposed Charity ; and he 
was requested to state whether he intended that Natives alone 
should be the recipients of his Charity, or whether Natives and 
Christians alike should share in it; and under what denomi- 
nation his Charity should be designated ; to which he made the 
following reply : 


*D£Ar Sib, 


Baugbazar, 23rd December^ 1853. 


I have been favored with your letter of yester- 
day, and I am glad to find that my proposal is not unreasonable. I 
beg to inform you that I have no partiality in favor of any particular 
sect or creed, and I hope that the Society will make no distinction in 
the distribution of my charity as to the religious i)crsuasion of the 
candidates. I think all human beings are cqujil. I wish to lay no 
other restriction than that ray donation should be kept separate under 
a separate head, such as Loknath Bose’s charity, as suggested by you ; 
that its interest should be appropriated to the actual relief of the poor ; 
that no candidate should be entitled to get more in consequence of 
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his religious persuasion or birth-place, and that a copy of the Annual 
Ki‘port may be sent to me annually as heretofore. I further bog to say 
that the sum proposed by me is not intended to be my last donation, 
but to form the basis of an endowment to which I wish to make addi- 
tions from time to time if my future circumstances would allow it. I 
further beg leave to say that I sha^ consider it a great favor if the 
Committee be pleased to comply with my request. 

Your’s most faithfully, 

LOKNATII BOSE. 

These were submitted at the Central Committee’s Meeting 
on the 27t]i December, when it was proposed by Col. Birch, 
seconded by Baboo Peary Chand Mittra, and iinanhnoushf 
resolved: “ That the Committee accept with gratitude the liberal 
offer contained in the letters just read; and tliat with tlic 
view of obviating all misapprehension as to tlic Baboo’s 
wishes in the application of his Charity, that the Secretary 
be instructed to send him a copy of this Resolution, and a 
copy of the last Annual Report, showing him the distribu- 
“ tion of the particular Funds ; and to ascertain whether his 
object is to have liis Charity recorded in a similar manner, 
under the head ^ Baboo Loknath Bose’s Charity.’ ” 

This was done ; and in answer Baboo Loknatli Bose wrote 
a letter enclosing a Government Promissory Note, No. 8,878 of 
28,038 of 1841-42, for Co.’s Rs. 3,000, and containing the fol- 
lowing passage : 

“ As T wish that only siudi of the poor as are disabled and incapable 
of earning their livelihood should share my bounty, I hope the Society 
“ will oblige me by keeping the aforesaid principal donation as a 
“ distinct fund under the name of ‘ Loknath Bose’s Fund for the poor 
‘‘ Invalids,’ and apj^lying the whole of the interest to the relief of the 

C 
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^^hond /t/e paupers of the above description without distinction of 
“ birth, caste, or creed. The relief should have reference only to the 
“ exigency of every case. I trust the Society will kindly give a 
separate account of my humble Fund in the Annual lieports as it 
“ does in similar cases.” 


A further letter was afterwards received from the Baboo, 
requesting that the Fund should be kept separate under the 
heading of Loknath Fund for the poor Invalids:” which will 
accordingly be adopted. 

During the past year one man only, named John Dyer,” 
has been shipped through the Old Cliurch Committee ; and the 
sum of Rupees 45 disbursed on his advance note^ has been 
retmaied to the Society. 

Since the introduction of the system of issuing Mendicity 
Tickets for referring applicants to the Society, in all 63 sets, 
of 12 tickets each, have been sold: and 62 referees have pre- 
sented their tickets, and were directed to the Committee of 
the District in which they respectively resided. 

It is a gratifying duty the Committee have to perform, in 
recording several very acceptable and munificent Donations, 
during the year 1853, all of which have been duly acknow- 
ledged. 

Professor Lees and Sons, celebrated for their feats of phy- 
sical strength and agility, presented the Society, Company’s 
Rupees 221-5-4, being one-third of the proceeds of one even- 
ing’s exhibition, the whole of which they devoted to Charitable 
Institutions. 
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The balance of Rupees 33-8-7 from the Committee of the Ball 
given to Lady Jackson, was transmitted by IL Lumsdeii, Esq, 

X. Y. Z., who is an Annual Subscriber to tlie Institution 
contributed in May last, as an Extra Donation” Rupees 200, 
and for the Alms’ House Rupees 100 ; and another Eriend” 
Rupees 250. 

The very munificent contribution of Rupees 4,294-0-11 
from a very- charitable Armenian Gentleman, Owen John 
Elias, Esq., was received by the Committee, followed up by a 
further sum of Rupees 950 ; which, in addition to what he liad 
previously devoted to the District Charitable Society from 
August 1850, makes a total of Rupees 7,085-8-11. 

From another Armenian Gentleman, C. A. Cavorke, Es(i., 
the Committee had the pleasure to receive a donation of 
Rupees 200 in September last. 

Of the legacy of Rupees 3,000 bequeathed to the Institu- 
tion by the late Baboo Sittanath Mullik, a balance of Rupees 
500 remains still unpaid, for which repeated application has 
been made to the Executor, Baboo Rajkissen Mitter. 

As stated in the last Annual Report there remained in the 
custody of the Government Agent, belonging to the Society, 
Sicca Rupees 5,000, in the Government 2-5 per Cent. Loan 
of 1825-26. 

This Loan, by Government Notification of the 6th June last, 
was rendered, at the option of the proprietors, payable in Cash, 
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or transferrable to the 4 per Cent. Company’s Paper Loan of 
1842-43. 


The Central Committee cliose the latter course, and now 
hold a Note for Company’s Rupees 5^300 at 4 per Cent., in the 
Government Agency, and standing In tlie names of tlie Society’s 
Trustees, viz,^ the Honorable Sir J. W. Colvile, and Edward 
Currie and B. J. Colvin, Esquires; this last-named gentleman 
having consented to take the place of Sir C. R. M. Jackson, 
proceeded to Bombay. 


FUNDS. 

The Receipts during tlie past year 1853, have been Com- 
pany’s Rupees 43,426-6-3, wJiicli, added to the preceding year’s 
balance Company’s Rupees 11,678-2-1, makes a total of Com- 
pany’s Rupees 55,104-8-4. 

The Disbursements during the year have been Company’s 
Rupees 43,514-15-3: thus leaving the sum of Company’s 
Rupees 11-580-9-1, at the Society’s credit on the 1st January 
1854. There is besides, as already noticed, a Government 
Security for Company s Rupees 5,300, in the custody of the 
Government Ai^cnt. 


CENTRAL COMMITTEE. 

One hundred and ninety-five cases, sent up by the District 
Committees, received tlie consideration of the Central Com- 
mittee during the past year ; 
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One liundi’cd and twenty-nine having received relief from 
the District Committees as out-Hloor pensioners, the grants were 
confirmed for different periods. 

Seven received temporary relief, and 

Fifty-nine were ordered to the Alms-House. 

Tlie following Endowed Trust Funds, viz, 

LADY WILLIAM BENTINCK’S FUND, 

Mrs. ENGLISirS CHARITY, 

AND 

DWARKANATH TAGORE’S FUND for BLIND POOH, 

have been continued to be carefully distributed, according to 
the wishes of their respective Trustees. 

Ill the operations of this Department of tlie Society’s trust, 
nothing of any particular importance has occurred, excepting 
tluit four incumbents on Mrs. English's Charity have died, viz, 

i l at Rs. 12 12 9 

I at „ 12 12 9 

1 at „ 15 0 0 

Per Quarter, Rs. 40 9 6 per aimuin Rs. 162 6 0 

1 of the monthly List, ... at „ 4 0 0 „ „ 48 0 0 

causing a further Annual reduction of Rupees 210-6-0, in the 
stijiendiary expenditure of tliis Charity. The vacancies liave 
not been filled up In accordance witli tlie instructions of the 
Trustee, G. A. Bushby, Estp 

Lists of the Incumbents are, as usual, to be found in the 
Appendix. 
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ALMS-HOUSE. 

In June last, the Reverend Messrs. Ilerdman and Vanx, 
Secretaries to the Calcutta City Mission, addressed tlie Com- 
mittee, setting forth the objects of the Mission; and inquired 
if the Alms-House was open to its Agents. The Committee 
answered, that both the Alms-House and the Leper Asylum 
would be accessible for the ministrations of the Agents of the 
Calcutta City Mission on the evenings of Monday, Wednes- 
day and Friday, between the hours of 3 o’clock and Sunset. 

Tliere being many children in the Alms-House, with but a 
distant prospect of admission into the Free School, it was 
resolved by the Committee, that in the meantime they should 
receive such instruction as could be imparted at the Alms- 
House. Mr. Henry Hailes, an inmate, considered capable 
of undertaking the tuition, was appointed to instruct both 
the Male and Female children, on a 'salary of Rupees 10 
a month from the 1st of September last. At the same time 
one of the residents of the Female Ward, was selected to 
teach the girls Needle-work, on a salaiy of Rupees 5 a month. 

The able-bodied Male inmates are occupied in picking 
Oakum ; and the Females are engaged in Needle-work. 

The Committee avail themselves of this opportunity, to 
convey the Society’s feelings of gratitude to the Revd. Arthur 
Hamilton, for the weekly performance by him of Divine 
Service in the Alms-House ; and also to express similar senti- 
ments of obligation to the several Church Society Missionaries, 
for the Sunday Evening Service in the Mirzapore Mission 
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Church, intended principally for the benefit'of the Alms-IIousc 
inmates. The average attendance at the Chui’cli has been 
34 individuals. 

The expenditure for 1853 has-been as follows: 

Establishraent, Co.’s Rs. 3,593 2 9 

Dieting, ... ... ... ••• ... ... ...... ,, 4 ,o*j8 8 0 

Contingencies, ... ••• ••• ,, 843 5 9 

Total, Co.’s Rs. 8,995 O 6 


The details of the Contingencies are : 


on for Lamps, 

Co.’s Rs. 

172 

5 

3 

Clotli, ... ... ... ... ... ...... 


55 

9 

0 

1^ laiinel, . . . ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 

?> 

12 

8 

0 



39 

3 

0 

Shoes, including repairs, ... 


95 

15 

9 

Assessment, « • . 

» 

88 

0 

0 

Repair of Huts and Roads, 


124 

6 

0 

White-washing, 


34 

0 

0 

Wine and Beer, 

99 

22 

6 

9 

Palkee Bearers and Garry, 

99 

12 

5 

0 

Stationery, 

99 

12 

0 

0 

Tinning Copper Handies, 

99 

16 

8 

0 

... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 

99 

90 

5 

9 

Funeral Charges, 

99 

1 

6 

0 

0>ots, ... ... ... ... ... ... ... ... 

99 

0 

10 

(> 

Needle and Thread, 

99 

14 

0 

0 

Sundries, ••• ... ••• ... ... ... 

99 

51 

12 

9 


Total, Co.’s Rs. 843 5 9 



( 24 ) 


The following Statement shows the Admissions into. Depar- 
tures from, and Deaths in the Alms-House in 1853 : 



On tlic 31st December 1853, the Adults in the Alms-House 


were : 

Males, Females. 

Fully able-bodied, • •• ••• ••• ••• ‘20 18 

Capable of moderate work, ... 23 28 

Incapable of any work, 6 9 


Total 


49 
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In the Appendix will be found : 


The Annual Report of the Alms-House. 

A List of those who left it, having obtained employ 
ment. 

A List of Inmates remaining at the close of the 
year. 

A Memorandum of the work done. 

The Oakum Picking Account, and 

The Report of the Society’s Medical Officer, Dr. R. 
Stuart. 


LEPER ASYLUM. 


The Medical Officer of the Alms-House and licper Asylum, 
has been trying the effects of a Native nut called Chal 
Moograh” on one of the Lepers, and reported in November last 
that the experiment is progressing most favorably. He consi- 
ders liim to be about four-fifths cured. 


The expenditure in 1853 has been as follows : 


Establishment, ... ... Co.’s Rs. 802 10 6 

Dieting, ... ... ... ... ... ••• ...... ,, 1,401 o G 

Contingencies, ••• » 61114 3 

Total, Co.’s Rs. 2,875 14 3 


E 
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The details of the Contingencies are 


Country Medicines, 

Co/s Rs. 

180 

9 

3 

Beetelnut, Tobacco, &c., &c., 


44 

4 

6 

O/loth, ••• ••• mtt ••• ••• ••• ••• 


111 

6 

0 

Siloes, ••• ••• ... >•■••• 

» 

4 

2 

0 

Blankets, 

yt 

37 

2 

0 

AV hite-washing, . 

yy 

18 

0 

0 

Funeral Charges, 

yy 

15 

10 

0 

Assessment, 

yy 

37 

8 

0 

Be pairing Jhamps and removing Rubbish, ... 

•> 

15 

• 4 

0 

Cots, 

yy 

8 

9 

6 

Fuckah Ghaut, 

yy 

113 

15 

0 

Sundries, 

yy 

25 

8 

0 

Total, 

Co.’s Es. 

611 

14 

3 


The Inmates on the 31st December were : 



Males. 

Females. 

Children. 

Total. 

Christians, 

3 

3 



Hindoos , . 1 1 ••• ••• ••• .«•••• 

25 

5 



Mahomedans, 

14 

9 



3?otal, •••••• 

42 

17 

0 

59 


And the usual Statement will be found in the Appendix, 
exhibiting the number of patients who entered, left, or died in 
the Asylum, in 1853. 
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DISTRICT COMMITTEES. 


The Old Church Committee intimated, that on the resigna- 
tion of their Assistant Secretary and Inspector Mr. A. E. W. 
Forshaw, his successor Mr. W. A. Limond, who has been 
appointed, will from the 1st January draw 70 Rupees a 
month, instead of 100 Rupees allowed to Mr. Forshaw, during 
only his incumbency. 

The usual Statements showing the amount of relief granted 
by the several District Committees, will be found in the 
Appendix. 

The following Table shows the number of Out-door pen- 
sioners, and also their total monthly stipends on the 31st 
December 1833: 


DISTRICTS. 


St. James’, 


St. Paul’s, 



Temporary. 

1 

cn 1 

U ! 


2 

y a> 


i •- 

.S cn 1 

^ a 

^ <v 

0 

2 « 

P-J 

6 

rh cn 

.1 

C ' 

03 m 


M ■< 


M < 

3 

35 0 

1 

l' 

1 

710 

1 

7 

65 0 

32; 228 8 

0 

0 0 

2 

5 8 

1 

30 0 

1 

16 |0 

0 

0 0 

0 

0 0 

11 

130 0 

36 

257 0 


1 

Married , _ 

1 “ 

Pensioners. ! g 

i > 

: Si 

Single i a 
Pensioners. 1 

1 

1 

1 

Total. 

6 50 ; CO CO 1 60 

f<i ! 03 k ;z; 1 PS \-^ 

O cQ tn 

03 -3 
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And the subjoined Table shows the number of applicants for 
relief, who, being deemed fit cases for the Alms-House, were 
referred to it; indicating also the number of those wlio refused 
or accepted admittance, and those who actually entered : 


DISTRICTS. 

Number directed to repair 
to the Alms-House. 

Number who refused, and 
to whom, therefore, no re- 
lief was atforded. 

Number who consented to 
enter the Alms-House. 

Number actually admitted 
into the Alms-House. 

Remarks. 

St. J ohn’s, 

21 

16 

5 

9 

Children not included. 

Old Church, ... 

212 

105 

107 

99 

Inclusive of ftimilies. 

St. James', 

47 

36 

11 

23 

Children not included. 

Howrah, ... 

3 

3 

0 

0 


St. Paul's, 

0 

0 

0 

0 


Total, ... 

283 

160 

123 

131 



NATIVE COMMITTEE. 


The operations of the Native Committee continue to be 
carried on in the same way as in the year 1852. Tlie case of 
every pauper requiring relief is, in the first instance, reported 
upon by the Reporter, and afterwards by a Member of the 
Committee, both visiting his domicile and making local en- 
quiries. Upon the strength of these reports, the Committee 
decide, whether or not any relief should be granted. 
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No case is taken up unless the applicant is present^ 
to answer such questions as may be put, with the view to 
elicit further information if deemed necessary. 

During the past year, there were 122 applicants for relief, 
of wlioin no more than 32 could be admitted upon the pension 
lists for want of funds ; the monthly expenditure of the Native 
Committee being limited to Company’s Rupees 700, agreeably 
to a resolution passed by the Central Committee at theii* July 
meeting of 1851. 


Baboo Rajender Dutt placed at the disposal of the Native 
Committee 400 blankets, 400 goor pots, and 800 oranges for 
distribution amongst the pensioners, which distribution was 
made on the 8 th December. 


The Establishment consists of : 


1 Reporter at Co.’s Rs. 32 per mensem. 

1 Inspecting Jemadar at „ 7 „ 


From the 1 st of the year the services of the Inspecting 
Jemadar have been dispensed with, as being no longer re- 
quired, and in his place a peon on Company’s Rupees 5 per 
month, lias been entertained. 


The list of Pensioners, and the Statement of Accounts will 
be found in the Appendix. 
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ANNUAL SUB-COMMITTEE. 

The Sti2)endiary lists of the Society underwent a careful 
sifting in December 1852. It was therefore considered un- 
necessary to revise them this year again ; but a special Sub- 
Committee was appointed on the 29th November last, to in- 
quire into the Society’s Expenditure under the head of Monthly 
Establisliment. The resolution passed on the occasion was as 
follows : Resohed to ajipoint a Special Sub-Committee, for 

“ the purpose of examining into the state of the Society’s ex- 
penditure, as to the Establishment required for conducting 
“ the duties of each District Committee, with the view of ef- 
feeding any possible retrenchmmL The following gentlemen, 
viz, B. J. Colvin, Esq., J. H. Norman, Esq., and H. H. 
" Withers, Esq., — the Presidents and Secretaries of the Dis- 
trict Committees being Ex-officio Members, — are associated 
" as a Sub-Committee.” 

The Sul>Committee cheerfully undertook the task and 
made tlic following report: 

The Sub-Committee, appointed by the Central Committee’s Resolu- 
tion, dated 29tli ultimo, met at the Town Hall, on the 20th and 23rd 
instant, when the establishments of the several District Committees 

They were found to be as per margin. 
Observing that the monthly cost of 
esl ablishment was Rupees 100 in St. John’s 
Church District, in which in 1852, the num- 
ber of applications made was 15, and relief 
to the amount of Rupees 359 was afforded 
to 32 persons ; while in the St. James’ Church District, the monthly cost 


were inquired into. 


St. John’s District, Rs. lOO 
’•'01(1 Church, ,, ,, 132 

St. James’, ,, ,, 41 

Howrah, ,, ,, 3 

Native Committee, ,, 39 

Rs. 315 


Reduced by the Old Church District Committee to Rupees 102 from the 1st 
January 1854. See pnjre 27. 
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was only Rupees 41, the applications 43 in number, and relief to the 
amount of Rupees 891-12-6 afforded to 123 persons, it seemed to the 
Sub-Committee, that the establishments of the two Districts should at 
least be on the same scale, and that this should be effected by reducing 
that of St. John’s. It was also considered, alter some conversation with 
Mr. Kerr, Secretary to the St. JaiiAes* District Committee, that the 
establishment of St. James’ might safely be reduced to a consolidated 
allowance of Rupees 30 per mensem. 

It is proposed therefore that the cost of the monthly cstablislimeiit 
for each of the above Districts be fixed at Rupees 30. 

With reference to the Old Church District, in which the applications 
made during 1852 were 551, and relief to the amount of Rupees 4,987-12 
was afforded to 679 persons, it is the opinion of the Sub-Committee, 
that a monthly consolidated allowance of Rupees 70 will suffice. 

There is no Establishment entertained in the St. Paul’s Cathedral 
District : and in the Ilcjwrah District, in which the applications during 
1852 vrere 7, and relief to the amount of Rupees 517 was afforded to 76 
people, it is stated by Mr. J. Mackenzie, Secretary, that the monthly 
allowance of Rupees 3 will be discontinued from the 1st proximo. 

The Sub-Committee do not propose that the establishment enter- 
tained by the Native Committee at a monthly c5st of Rupees 39 should 
be interfered with. The number of applications in 1852 was 135, and 
relief to the amount of Rupees 7,540-8, wjis afforded to 3,763 people. 
Moreover, the sphere of“its operations includes the whole of Calcutta. 
The Native Committee have however been requested to reduce it if 
possible. 

The principle upon which the Sub-Committee has proceeded in 
framing these propositions is, that the establishments allowed should be 
entertained for purely ministerial purposes, such as kcei)ing accounts, 
receiving applications, making records of cases, paying money, and such 
like, and that the services of visitorial examiners should not be paid 
for. 
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The monthly saving will thus be : 


St. John’s District, 
Old Church, „ 

St. James’, „ 
Howrah, „ 



.. .. Rs. 70 

.... „ 62 



.. .. „ 11 

. . . . « 3 

Total monthly saving. 
Total annual saving, 


.. .. Rs. 146 
.... „ 1,752 


On a review of the Contingent charges, it is observed that consider- 
able expenditure is incurred for advertizing, which in the opinion of 
the Sub- Committee may be reduced by each Church not advertizing 
separately but in one general advertisement, issued under the signature 
of the Seci;etary to the Society. Hills for printing are also incurred by 
the several District Committees, some on cheaper terms than others. 
The printing should be done at the cheapest rates, and the papers 
should be printed for and issued by the Secretary to the Central Com- 
mittee to the several District Committees, and he should likewise supply 
all stationery to them, so that the charges should be uniform. 


There is in the St. James’ District accounts a charge of Rupees 44-5-3 
for Sacramental Wine during 1852, which of course should not be a 
debit against the Society, It is understood to have arisen from the 
gross Sacramental collections having been paid to the District Chari- 
table Society without any deduction. 


B. J. COLVIN, 
Chairman^ Sidt- Committee, 

Calcutta^ 27th December 1853. 

Their report was submitted at the Central Committee’s 
Meeting on the 27th December last, when it was Pro- 
posed by Baboo Peary Chund Mitter, Seconded by Col. 
Birch, and Resolved: That the report of the Sub-Corn- 

inittee be adopted, and that the reductions in the Establish- 
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ment of tlie several District Committees, with the siiggos- 
tions, relative to other matters, be carried out from the 1st 
January next. Further, tliat the thanks of the Society are 
due to the Sub-Committee for the trouble they liavc 
« taken.” 


At tlie Annual Meeting of tlie District Charitable Society 
held in the Town Hall, on the 31st January 1854, it was Pro- 
posed by the Honorable tlie President, Seconded by Colonel 
Birch and Resolved that the same Sul)- Committee be convened 
again for the purpose of inquiring into and re])orting on the 
expenditure of tlie monthly Establishment of the Central Com- 
mittee, and of the Alms-House and Leper Asylum, and that 
their Report be pidnted with the Annual Report. 

The Sub-Committee submitted the following R(»port : 


The Sub -Committee on monthly Establishments being rc-asscmbled 
under the Central Committee’s Resolution of the 31st ultimo, with the 
additional Members, Col. 11. J. 11. Bireli, c. n., and W. Duncan, Esq. 
to inquire into and report on the expenditure for monthly Establish- 
ment for the Central C'ommittee, the Alms- 1 louse and Li'per Asylum 
respectively. 


Also on the communication received from the Old Church Committee, 
with reference to the reduction suggested in the cost of Establishment 
in that District, met in the Town Hall, on Monday morning, ihc J3th 
instant, and report as follows : 

From the papers placed on the table it is shown that the Establish- 
ment entertained by the Central Committee costs, exclusive of Rupees 
100 paid to Dr. Robert Stuart, the IMedical Oiliccr of the Society, 

F 
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Jliipees 19G monthly, which with reference to the work done in the office 
in accounts, correspondence, &c. &c., docs not appear susceptible of any 
reduction. 


The Contingent Charges in 1852, amounted to Rupees 506-1-9, and 
in 1853 to Rupees 505-12-9, the details of which were exhibited. 
The only heavy item is that for the printing of the Annual Report wliich 
in 1852, cost Rupees 301-4, and in 1853, Rupees 32G-12 ; but the Secre- 
tary Dr. Vos states that the Superintendent of the Military Orphan 
Press has agreed to print the Report for 1854, at a charge of 10 per Cent, 
below that for the last. 


There is no charge for Establishment made to the following Charities, 
which are under the management of the Central Committee, viz. 


Mr. English’s Charity and Lady Wm. Bentinck’s fund, nor under 
the head St. PauVs Cathedral, for realizing the collections in tick- 
ets, &c., given monthly. But the Dwarkanath Tagore Fund is 
charged with Rupees 12 monthly, Rupees G of wliich are paid to a peon 
and Rupees 5-8, to the Native writer and sircar of the Central Com- 
mittee; and as a Contingent charge 8 annas a month lor palankeen 
hire for !Mr. Templeton who pays the pensioners. 


In the Alms House the cost of Establishment is Rupees 300 a month, 
Rupees 200 being the joint pay of the Master and Matron who formerly 


1 Durwan, 6 

1 Chowkeedar, 5 

1 Dhobee, 20 

4 Cooks, l8 

1 Barber, G 

1 Bhccstie, 5 

1 Fraush, 4 

1 Mally, 4 

4 Maters, 18 

1 Matranoo, 4 

1 Native Reader, 10 

Rs loo 


received only Rupees 150. The ad- 
dition of Rupees 50 a month was 
granted from the 1st January 1851, 
and for the reasons then recorded 
should not be withdrawn. The re- 
maining Rupees 100 is for servants, 
as per margin, indispensable at such 
an institution ; including Rupees 10 
paid to a Native Christian Reader. 
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In the Leper Asylum the cost of Establishment is Rupees 67 monthly, 

as per margin. In this charge as 
well as in the similar one for the 
Alms-TIou&c, we see no reason for 
recommending a reduction. 

• The Contingent Charges, both in 
the Alms-House and Leper Asylum, 
wliich vary much annually, are 
given in detail in the District Cha- 


Wc next consi<lerecl the communication from the Old Church Com- 
mittee, dated 26th January, containing their resolution to reduce the 
cost of their moiithly Establishment to Rupees 82 a month, instead of 
Rupees 70 as suggested by the Sub -Committee’s Report of the 27th De- 
cember lust. The District Committee have drawn up a Comparative 
Statement of cases, in the respective Districts of St. John, St. 
James’ and their own, which wc consider satisfactory, and recommend 
that the charge of Rupees 82 a month for Establishment be allowed. 

J^hc Revd. Mr. Hamilton, with reference to the St. John’s District 
Monthly Establishment, redace<l, as proposed by the Sub- Conun it tee, 
to Rupees 30 a month, mentions that Mr. Llewelyn has resigned his 
Situation and that he finds he cannot get a person to do the work 
under a monthly salary of Rupees 42. The Sub- Committee recommend 
that the charge of Rupees 42 a month be sanctioned. 

The monthly saving in the Old Church ami St. John’s Church Dis- 
tricts will still be left. 

Old Church, 

St. John’s, 


Rs. 20 
„ 58 


3 Cooks, 12 

1 Native Doctor, 8 

1 Sircar, 6 

1 Durwan, 5 

1 Dhobco, 5 

2 Dressers, lO 

1 Bhcostie, 4 

1 Mally, 4 

1 Harbor, 2 

2 Maters, 7 

1 Mutraace, 4 


Rs. .. 67 

ritable Society’s Annual Reports. 


li. J. COLVIN, 

Chairmun, Sub- Committee. 


} 


Cai-cutta, 

ISth Fehrtuiry^ 1854. 
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It was tlicn Proposed by tlie Honorable the President, Se- 
conded by tlie Lord Bishop, and Resolved that the Report be 
adopted. 

From the foregoing Reports of tlie Sub-Committee, it will be 
seen that the cost of Establishments to the Society has been 
reduced by Co.’s Rs. 1,092, annually, and the monthly charge 
for Establishment of eacli District will be from 1st Janu- 
ary 1854 as follows : 


Central Committee, 

Rs. 

19G 



Dr. R. Stuart, Medical OtFicer, 

»> 

100 



Alms House, ... . . 

»» 

300 



Leper Asylum, 


67 



*IIowrali District, .. 

» 

3 



St. John’s Church District, reduced 





from Ks. 100 to 


42, 

saving Rs. 

58 

Old Church District, ditto „ 102 to 


82, 

»? 5? 

20 

St. James’ District, ditto „ 41 to 


30, 


11 

Native Committee, ditto „ 39 to 


a7, 


2 

Total Monthly 

Rs. 

857, 

saving Rs. 

91 

Annual saving 

. . 

• . 

. . . . Rs. 

1,092 


* Mr. Mackenzie, Secretary in the Howrah District, having subsequently intimat- 
ed that ho must have some person to take about letters, circulars, &c., in connexion 
with the Charity. 



appendix. 



Annual Report of the Calcutta Alms-House, from the 1st January to the 31^^ December, 1853. 
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ALMS-HOUSE. 
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Calcutta, 81*< December, 1853. G. STBATFOED, Master, Alms-House. 
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ALMS-HOUSE. 


A List of Inmates who obtained Employment duriny the 
year 1853. 



Months. 

Names, * 

Hem arks. 

1 

January,... 

Y. G. Stewart, 

As Interpreter. 


February, .. 

Rozcah D’Cruz, 

As Servant. 


March, ... 

Joseph Murray, 

Ship’s Steward. 


Ditto, 

Margaret Trezevant, ... 

As vServant. 

5 

Ditto, 

Penelope Pennington, . . . 

As House -Keeper. 


Ditto, 

Ellen Tasker, 

As Nurse. 


Ditto, ...... 

Mary Iligginson, 

As Servant. 


April, 

Rozeah D’Cruz, 

As Servant. 


Ditto, 

Amelia Buniliam, 

As Servant. 

10 

Ditto, 

John Simons, 

As StabloKceper. 


Ditto, 

Charles Johnson, 

As Cook. 


May, 

Jesse Aldwell, 

As Servant. 


Ditto, 

Caroline Carlow, 

As Matron. 


June, 

Anthony Gomes, 

On Board Ship. 

15 

Ditto, 

Prawnkissen Mookerjea, 

As Teacher. 


Ditto, 

Ellen Tasker, 

As vServant. 


July. 

Charles David Rice, ... 

As Teacher, 


Ditto, 

John Dyer, 

As Sailor. 


Ditto, 

Thomas Ormiston, 

As Cabinet Maker. 

20 

Ditto, 

Elizabeth Bissett, 

As Servant. 


Ditto, 

John W. O’Sullivan, ... 

As School Master. 


Ditto, 

Robert Hay ton 

As Sailor. 


August, ... 

John George Ford, ... 

As Printer. 


Ditto, 

Edward Haydon, 

As Servant. 

25 

September, 

Henry King, 

As Assistant Steward. 


October, . . . 

Mary-Lessa, 

As Servant. 


Ditto, 

Joseph Alix, 

As Servant, 


Ditto, 

Anthony Gomes, 

On Board Ship. 


November, 

John Groom, 

As Sailor. 

30 

Ditto, 

John Joseph, 

As Coachman. 


December, 

Mark Nofor, 

As Servant. 


Ditto, 

Catherine McNeil, 

As Servant. 


Ditto, 

J oseph Moss, 

In the Custom House. 


Calcutta, *1 G. STRATFORD, 

315^ December y 1853. J Master Alms-IIouse, 
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ALMS-HOUSE. 

List of Inmates in the Alms-House, 31s# December, 1853. 


rn 

O 

Names. 

• a 
.9 

To 

r/j 

o 

Names. 

d 

o 



a> • 

ca 



a> 

05 


Males. 



Males. 


1 

Allix, Joseph 

ll. C. 

28 

Murray, Joseph, 2nd 

R. C. 


Anthony, George 

Ditto. 


Nicholas, George 

Prot. 


Anthony, John 

Ditto. 

30 

Pereira, John 

R. C. 


Archer, Joseph Michael 

Prot. 


Rice, Charles David 

Ditto. 


Blake, James 

Ditto. 


Robinson, Geor^>-e 

Prot. 


Bogie, William 

Ditto. 


Rodrigues, Isaiah 

Ditto. 


D’Cruz, George 

11. C. 


Roobin, John 

Ditto. 


D’Cruz, Jacob 

Ditto. 

35 

Russell, Phillip 

R. C. 


D’Mello, Bernard 

Ditto. 


Taylor, Daniel 

Prot. 

10 

Doyle, John 

Ditto. 


Turner, Henry Richard 

Ditto. 

! 

Gomes, John 

Ditto. 


Wylie, Henry 

Ditto. 


Gonsalves, Francis 

Prot. 





Gunner, Charles 

Ditto. 


Native Christiaiss. 



Hailes, Henry. 

Ditto. 


Bobby, 

Prot. 

15 

Jackson, Andrew 

Ditto. 

40 

Gungaram, 

Ditto. 


Jackson, John 

Ditto. 


Jacob, John 

Ditto. 


Johnson, James 

Ditto. 


Matthew, 

Dittb. 


Jones, Thomas 

Ditto. 


Ramkistno, 

Ditto. 


Joseph, Serob . 

Ditto. 




20 

Kennedy, Patrick 

R, C. 


Natives. 



Knight, Henry 

Ditto. 





Knight, John 

Ditto. 


Bolakcc, 



Lee, James 

Prot. 

45 

Bondoo, 



Lullhain, Edward Geo, 

Ditto. 


Gobin, 


25 

McCaskill, Neil 

Ditto 


Jouth, 



Munton, John 

Ditto. 


Lubboo, 



hi array, Joseph, 1st 

R. C. 

49 

Seeboosayer, 




( 41 ) 

ALMS-HOUSE. 


flr* 

c 

Names. 

Keligion. 

I 

’ Names. 

» 1 

Religion. 


Females. 



F EM ALES. 


1 

Anthony, Ann 

R. C. 

32 

Rodrigues, Catherine 

Prot, 


Archer, Siirtih 

Prot. 


Saunders, Maryann 

ditto 


Burnham, Amelia 

<litto. 


Tasker, Ellen 

<litto 


Burnett, Uitta 

ditto. 

35 

Williams, Louisa 

ditto 

5 

Carlow, Caroline 

ditto. 


Wolfe, Jane 

ditto, 


Carlow, Mary Ann 

ditto. 





Clark, Charlotte 

ditto. 


Native CiiiiisriANs. 



Dalzicl, Kosline 

ditto. 





DoCruz, Kiiacia 

R. C. 


Amoerun, 

Prot. 

10 

DeCruz, INfary Ann 

ditto. 


Gun Guarani, J^incliec 

<litto. 


DeMellow, Kliza 

ditto. 


Jacob, Sarah i 

ditto. 


Dellozario, Catlierine 

ditto. 

40 

Jovenah, 

ditto. 


DeRozario, Isahella 

ditto. 

1 

Lucey, 

ditto. 


Dellozario, Maria 

ditto. 


hlaiiooka. 

ditt(». 

i.j 

DeRozario, So])liy 

ditto. 


hlariam. 

ditto, 


DeSouza, Feliciana 

ditto. 


Peerruee, 

R. C 


Dcssa, Mary Ann 

ditto. 

45 

Radamony, 

Prot. 


Fenwick, Ann 

IVot. 


Rawmony, 

ditto. 


Fleming, Ann 

ditto. 


Sofec, 

R. C 

0 

Gonsalves, Eliza 

R. C. 





Gore, Charlotte 

Prot. 


Natives. 



IliffJDIcnson, Mary 

ditto. 





Kniirlit, Anna ^laria 

R. C. 


Ameer un, 1st 



McNeil, Catherine 

Prot. 


Ameerun, 2nd 


\5 

IMahleii, Julia 

ditto. 

50 

Recjuur, 



Marcellina, Anna 

R. C. 


Nooraii, 



Murray, Amelia 

ditto. 


Pecary, 



Pereira, Elizabeth 

ditto. 


Piran, 



Pereira, Louisa 

Prot. 


Pmhloo, 


;o 

Pereira, hi aria 

R. C. 

55 

Toofaney, 



Pole, Eliza^beth 

Prot. 

1 








Calcutta, 

31 December 1853. 


G. STRATFORD, 

Master, Alms-House, 
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ALMS-HOUSE. 

Memffrandum shmcing Work done hy the Inmates of the Alms- 
House during the past year, on account of the Institution, 


loitliin working hour from 9 

A, M. to 2 P. M. 


Males^ 

Females, 


r 

Shir^s^ ••• •••••• 

9 



Pajamas^ 

39 



lPet/licoa1/S^ ••• »••••• 

9 



Sliiflts^ ••• ••• ••• 

3 



Large Sheets, 

26 



Small Sheets, 

6 

Picked 


X^owels, ••• ••• •••••• 

50 

190 Maunds, 25 Seers ^ 


Pajoos, ••• ••• ••• 

6 

Oakum. 


Lhooties, ••• •••••• 

73 



Sarecs, ••• ••• ••• ••• 

28 



Flannel Banyans, ...... 

10 



Pillow Cases, ••• ... ... 
A large quantity of old 

30 



clothes repaired by the 
Females. 



Calcutta, O. STRATFORD, 

31s< December 1853. j Master, Alms-House. 
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ALMS-HOUSE. 


Memorandum of Needle- JVork done by the Female Inmates on 
their own account ^ after 2* r. M., from \st January to 31.s/ 
December 1853. 


No, Descrijitlon of TVork, Ammmt, 


6 

Sheets, small, at 1 anna each, 

0 

6 

0 

12 

Towels, at 6 annas per dozen, 

0 

1 ^ 

0 

5 

Children’s Petticoats, at 3 annas eacJi, 

1 

1 ^ 

I 

0 

G 

' I 

Shifts, at 3 Iliipecs per dozen, j 

1. 

^ 1 

8 1 

0 


Total Co.’s Rs., 

3 

3 

0 


} 


Calcutta, 
Z\st Decemher 1853. 


G. STRATFOIID, 

Jilaster, Alms-JIouse. 
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ALMS-HOUSE. 
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ALMS-HOUSE. 


To 


J. G. VOS, Esq., M. D., 

Secretary^ Central Committee^ District Charitable Society. 
Dear Sir, 

As requested in your note, vvlilch I received a 
few days ago, I have much pleasure in reporting for the information of 
the Central Committee, District Charitable Society, that the past year 
has been an unusually healthy one. 

There have been some serious cases of illness, but I believe the 
mortality to have been less than in any former year. 

I have the honor to be, 

Sir, 

Your obedient Servant, 

R. STUART, M. D., 

Medical Officer^ in Charge of the 
Ahns-Home and Leper Asylum. 

Calcutta, i 
*lih January 1854. J 





CENTRAL COMMITTEE. 

Abstract Statement of Receipts and Disbursements, fro»^ January to the December 1853. 
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ST. JOHN’S CHURCH DISTRICT. 
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OLD CHURCH DISTRICT. 

Abstract Statement of Receipts and Disbursements, from the January to the 31s< December 1853. 

1 TO RECEIPTS. I BY DISBURSEMENTS. 


( 52 ) 


Total. 

:ooooocoo‘ooasoojo j 



j 

625 

604 

592 

562 

564 

585 

589 

567 

585 

590 

590 

612 

o 

Contingent 

Expenses. 

;OOOOOCOOOOC»OOj 


2 CO OS 
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98 

Establish- 

ment. 

rooooooooooooj 
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132 
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1584 

Relief 

Alforded. 
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484 
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449 

425 

427 

434 

442 
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453 
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5389 

Total. 
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: ;00 ;000000 ‘0 0 
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HOWRAH DISTRICT. 

Abstract Statement of Receipts and Disbursements, from the Is# January to the 31s# December 1653. 

I TO EECEIPTS. I BY DISBUBSEJIENTS. 
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( 57 ) 










S CO 
•S oo 

I l3 

|2 

■s.” 


c» 

s 

«s 



Amount 

paid. 


O 

o 

o 

o 

'o 

o 

o 

O 

o 


o 

o 




o 

o 

CO 

CO 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

o 

“o 

"o~ 




69 

66 

CS 



a> 

69 

69 

64 

to 

64 

to 

|i 


r-O 

P 03 

pR* 

o\ 

- 

o 

o 

04 

o 

C7S 

<Ji 

04 

04 

04 

CO 


n 

£ o 
OH 

S 

CO 

<M 


“'I* 

to 

CO 

CO 

CO 

CO 

CO 

CO 


M 

A 

« 

o 

ai 

0) 

pR 

o 

O 


t'. 

to 


CO 

t’- 

00 

CO 

00 

*' 

o 

Px 

< 

ISO 

5<i 



•* 

PI 

PI 

PI 

CO 

- 

- 




' 

to 


cn 

P*R 

CM 

- 

CO 

PI 

CO 

PI 

PI 

- 

l-H 

- 

- 


o 

PI 

H 

W'fl 


- 

-- 

rH 

-- 

- 

PI 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 


1 2 

H 


pR 


: 

: 

: 

: 

- 

- 

9^ 

: 


: 


CO 


w E 


r-« 



- 


- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

- 

P-4 

|2 




o’ 


o 

o 

"o' 

"6" 

"o" 


T 

_ 

r 


1 ® 

◄ 

§:= 



: 

o 

o 

’ o' 

o’ 

o' 

■ o ■ 

"f 


T 

: 

; O 

‘is 

s a. 

CO 

: 

21 

- 

- 


»o 

»f5 


: 


; 

Tt* 

w 2 

O 

•suos^od 

CM 


CM 

T7 


eo 





: 


- 


JO jaqum^ 











: 

: 


aa 

2 M 



• 

"o' 

: 

~v 



T 

T 

IL 

J‘ 

T 

,,L! 

|-o— 

P M 

§3 




: 

_j_ 


~r 


: 



: 


1*^ 


(r: S 
H H 
P4 

M M 

|2« 

8|B 

^ M 'A 
A O 

2« 5*1 

£ « E9 


SUOSMOd 
JO 4oquin^>f 


§3 
a ^ 
< ^ 


siiosjdd 
JO joqmn^ 


•apoui suoi:)i!0 
■i|dav" JO joqnin ^ 


CO 

W 

H 

525 

i 


oooooooooo oo 


OOCOOOOOOOOOOO 


to t£) ^ O 


^ 


tototot'-i^t^totototototo 


COCOi-«IM(MCOfHi-i(N(N<N-h 


g I s 

II ^ 


1 . « « 

• = = I J "a "s 

3 ^ (S il fS 


I 



NATIVE COMMITTEE. 

Abstract Statement of Eeceipts and Disbu rsements, from the 1st January to the 31 ^^ December 1853 . 

I TO BECEIPTS. I BY DISBURSEMENTS. 
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NATIVE COMMITTEE. 
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DWARKANATH TAGORE’S FUND FOR BLIND POOR. 

Abstract Statement of Receipts and Disbursements, from the Is# January to the 31s# December 1853. 

i TO RECEIPTS, i BY DISBUESEMENTS. 
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DWARKANATH TAGORE’S FUND FOR BLIND POOR. 

Abstract Statement showing the amount of Belief afforded in each Month, from the Df January to the 

315^ December 1853. 
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MRS. ENGLISH’S CHARITY. 
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MRS. ENGLISH’S CHARITY. 
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LEPER ASYLUM. 

Abstract Statement of Receipts and Disbursements, from the \st January to the 31s/ December 1853, 
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BY DISBUKSEMEKTS. 
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LEPER ASYLUM. 

Abstract Statement slmcing the Amount of Dieting in each Month from January to the 

315^ December 1853. 
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Annual Itep&rt of the Calcutta Leper Asylum, from January to 31s^ December 1853. 
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G. STRATFOED, 

Calcutta, 31 s( December 1833 . • Supt. Leper Asylum. 





ALMS-HOU«E. 

Abstract Statement of Receipts and Disbursements, from the l.?< January to the Z\st December 1853. 
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ALMS-HOUSE. 

Abstract Statement showing the Amount of Dieting in each Months from the \st January to 

the 31 December 1853. 
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November, 136 

December, 140 




General Abstract Statement of To^al Receipts and Disbursements in each Month, Jrom the January 

to the 315 ^ December 1853 . 
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J. GEEGOllY VOS, Honorary Secretary, 

Central Committee, District Charitable Society. 
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J. GEEGORY VOS, Honorary Secretary^ 

Central Committee^ District Charitable Society, 
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PENSIONERS ON THE SIst DECEMBER 185.1. 

ON THE 

CENTRAL COMMITTEE’S LIST. 

None. 


St. PAUL’S CATHEDKAL DISTRICT. 


None, 




( ^2 ) 

LADY WILLIAM BENTINCK’S FUND. 


CALCUTTA PENSIONERS. 

No. 9. — Mungloo, Co.’s Ks. 10 0 

„ 13. — Onoo, blind, „ 2 0 0 

„ 19. — Toolscy, „ 10 0 

„ 24. — Gunscy, „ 2 0 0 

„ 25. — Joomun, „ 2 0 0 

„ 20. — llanichunder Ilancrjea, „ 2 0 0 

,, 27. — Golaub, „ 2 0 0 

„ 28. — Ashoorun, „ 2 0 0 

„ 30. — Jeemoncy and KiJdcriiath Mitter, ... ,, 3 0 0 

„ 31. — Elizabeth D’Cruz, „ 5 0 0 

,, 35.— “Shcnfl, ••• ••• ••• ••• ••• ••• .»•••• ,, 3 0 0 

„ 36. — Ameer Khan, „ 3 0 0 

„ 37. — Puttcssory, „ 2 8 0 

„ 38. — Ednn, „ 2 0 0 

„ 40. — Somctra, widow, „ 2 0 0 

15 Company’s Rupees ... ..... 34 8 0 


Calcutta, 31 5/ December 1853. 



Lady William Bentiack's Charity at Barrachpore, 1853 . 
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Ummeer Khi 
Jomeney, ... 

1 Bebee Jaan, 
Murdeen, ... 

Gopal, 

Noorun, 
Hurdur, ... 

! Cbandah, ... 
Sandossey, 

Cossev, 

i Ummeer, ... 

1 Dooknee, ... 
j Hurra Lai, 
Seedeal, ... 


1 •JOCIIIIIINJ 


1 ! 




CHAELES GLADWIX, 

Chaplain of Barrachpore, 
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Calcutta, 

31s^ December 1853. 
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Mrs. ENGLISH’S CHARITY. 


QUARTERLY X*ENSIONERS. 




lU'ligion. 

Feiision. 





Hs. 

A. 

p. 

No. 

1. — Thcrcza Alexander, 

R. C. 

25 

9 

G 

55 

4. — Augustin Jeraiiimo’s widow, Catherine, 

55 

G 

G 

3 

55 

7. — Blind Sally, 

55 

12 

12 

9 

55 

11. — Sophia Ross, 

55 

12 

12 

9 

55 

23, — Maria Angelica D’Rozario, 

55 

9 

9 

6 

55 

25. — Anna Thomas, 

55 

8 

8 

6 

55 

28. — Mr. Charles Prince Sealy, 

Prott. 

85 

5 

3 

55 

31. — Juggernauth Mookerjee’s widow, 

Hindoo 

4 

12 

9 

55 

32. — Joykissen Bose’s mother, ditto, 

55 

4 

12 

9 

55 

35. — Anna White, 

R. C. 

15 

0 

0 

55 

3G. — Manoo Beebeo, 

55 

12 

12 

9 

55 

38. — Newaaz Mahomed, 

Mhdan. 

12 

0 

0 


12 Pensioners. Co.’s Rupees 


210 

, 1 

6 j 

9 


Calcutta, 

31 5^ December 1853. 
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Mus. ENGLISH’S CIIARTTY. 


MONTIIT.Y TENSIONERS. 


. 


l*oiision. 




Its. j 

A. 

p. 

No. 2. — Anna Peris, 

R. C. ] 

3 

0 

0 

„ 3. — Elizabeth Tliornpson, 

>> 

3 

0 

0 

,, 12. — Joana D’Cruz, 

5> 

3 

0 

0 

,, 14. — Maria Loboo, 


5 

0 

0 

,, 15. — Clemente D’Souza, 


5 

0 

0 

,, 21. — Mrs. Josephine Ferrao Gregory, 

>? 

12 

0 

0 

,, 26. — Mary Thompson, 

Prott. 

3 

0 

0 

„ 27. — Flora Gonsalves, 

R. C. 

8 

0 

0 

8 Pensioners. Co.’s Rupees... 


42 

0 

0 

— 






Calcutta, 

31a7 December 1853. 




List of Temporary Pensioners in Saint John^s District on the 31st December 1853. 
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JOHN G. LLEWELYN, Vestry Clerk, 

St. John's Presidency Church. 




List of Pensioners in the North Division oj the Old Church District^ 31 ^^ December 1853 . 
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M. S. TEMPLETOIf, 

Secretary, O. C. C. D. C. Society. 


List of Pensioners in the South Division of the Old Church District, Z\st December 18o3. 
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M. S. TEMPLETON, 

Secretary, O. C. Committee, District Charitable Society, 



List of Pensioners on the Funds of the St. James' District Charitable Committee, 

m the Z\st Decembir 1853 .^ 
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C. H. KERR, 

Secretary. 
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of Pensioners on the Howrah District Funds, on the 
315 ^ December 1853 . 


J. M. Condi and family, 

John Clinton, 

Mrs. Chaplin, 

Clara D’Silva, 

Gokul and wife, 

Old Pearce, 

Pearee, 

Anccs, ••• *«• .*• ••• ...... 

Champa, ••• ••• •*. ••• 

Coinmul, 

Radin ounce, 


Co.’s Rupees 
»» 

»> 

»» 

»» 

>» 


no 0 0 

4 0 0 

Id o 0 

50 0 0 

2 0 0 

2 0 0 
1 0 0 
1 0 0 
2 0 0 
2 0 0 
2 0 0 
2 0 0 

14 0 0 


Co.’s Rupees 64 0 0 
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SUBSCRIBERS 

TO THE 

DISTRICT CHARITABLE SOCIETY, 
1853 - 1854 . 


Monthly Donation FROM THE Supreme Gov ERNaiENT, Co.’s Rs. 1200 0 0 

MONTHLY. 

Trustees Dwarkanath Tagore’s Fund for Blind Poor,- Co.’s Rs. ||p) 0 0 
J. Higgins, Esq., - -- -- -- -- -- - 3 0 0 

Captain M. J. Turnbull, - -- -- -- -- - ,, 4 00 

C , commencing from 16th February 1854, „ 20 0 0 

QUARTERLY. 

Dr. J. Jackson, - -- -- -- -- -- - - Co.’s Rs. 16 0 0 

S., „ 8 0 0 

G., „ 25 0 O 

Mrs. C. B. Skinner, - - 15 0 0 

R. M. S. „ 10 0 0 

Dr. G. G. Spilsbury, - -- -- -- -- -- 60 0 0 

ANNUAL. 

The Right Reverend the Lord Bishop of Calcutta, - - Co.’s Rs. 200 0 0 

The Honorable Sir Lawrence Peel, Kt., ----- „ 300 0 0 

The Honorable Sir J. W. Col vile, Kt., ----- „ 100 0 O 

The Honorable Sir A. Buller, Kt., - -- -- - „ 50 00 

The Honorable B. Peacock,- - -- -- -- - „ 100 0 0 

Messrs. Ashburner and Co., - -- -- -- - „ 75 00 

Sir R. Barlow, Bart., C. S., - „ 100 0 0 

Colonel R. J. H. Birch, C. B., - -- -- -- - „ lOOOo 

C. Beadon, Esq., C. S., „ 100 0 0 

N 
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Major 'VV. E. Baker, - -- -- -- -- - 

- Co.’s Rs. 

100 

0 

0 

B. J. Colvin, Esq., C. S., 

»» 

200 

0 

0 

The Ilon’ble Sir E. Currie, (1853,) ----- 


25 

0 

0 

E. Currie, Es(i., C. S., - . 


100 

0 

0 

T. Dickens, Esq., - -- -- -- -- -- 

“ »» 

50 

0 

0 

P. S. D’Kozario, Esq.,- - -- -- -- -- 

" ♦» 

25 

0 

0 

John Deffcll, Esq., ' 


100 

0 

0 

J. Dunbar, Es<i., C. S., -------- - 

- »» 

100 

0 

0 

W. II. Elliott, Esq., C. S., - 

“ »* 

25 

0 

0 

Colonel W. N. Forbes, - - 

" »» 

50 

0 

0 

J. H, Fergusson, Esq., - -- -- -- -- 

»> 

75 

0 

0 

W. Grey, Esq., C. S., 

* 

100 

0 

0 

G. Higgins, Es(i., 

91 

25 

0 

0 

C. S. Hogg, Esq., ---- 

” »» 

50 

0 

0 

II. J. Miiston, Esq., - -- -- -- -- - 

” »» 

12 

0 

0 

D. ^laeftiald. Esq., - -- -- -- -- - 

IJ 

8 

0 

0 

Dr. S. Nieolson, - -- -- -- -- -- 

” »» 

100 

0 

0 

Captain G. Novvbolt, - -- -- -- -- - 

»» 

100 

0 

0 

G. A. Pepper, Esti-, C. S., ------- - 

* 91 

50 

0 

0 

W. Bitehie, Esq., - -- -- -- -- -- 

" »» 

10# 

0 

0 

Captain T. E. Rogers,- - -- -- -- -- 

»» 

50 

0 

0 

Samuel Smith, Esq., - 

” »» 

100 

0 

0 


- »» 

IG 

0 

0 

The Kevd. Professor S. Slater, 

- „ 

16 

0 

0 

Dr. D. Stewart, - -- -- -- -- -- 

* 99 

50 

0 

0 

11, Woodrow, Es<p, - - 

- „ 

50 

0 

0 

X. Y. Z., 


100 

0 

0 

The Bovd, Professor K. M. Bancrjea, - - - - 

»» 

12 

0 

0 

Baboo Bemolachurn Day, - -- -- -- - 

»» 

50 

0 

0 

„ Chundereomar Chatterjea, ------ 

" 99 

12 

0 

0 

„ Doorgachurn Banerjoa, ------- 

" »» 

10 

0 

0 

„ Eshanehunder Bose, ------- 

” 99 

50 

0 

0 

,, Gannaiulroiiiohun Tagore, ------ 

“ »> 

25 

0 

0 

„ Hurroehunder Gliose, ------- 

" 99 

16 

0 

0 

„ Ilurcemohun Sen, - -- -- -- - 

99 

12 

0 

0 

„ Kissorychund IMittcr, ------- 

" 99 

12 

0 

0 

„ Kasheeshur Mitter, - -- -- -- - 

,, 

25 

0 

0 

„ Modoosooden Roy, - -- -- -- - 

" » 

12 

0 

0 

„ Nilmoney MuttyloU, -------- 

" *» 

12 

0 

0 
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Baboo Nilcomul Banerjea, - -- -- -- -- Co.’s Rs. 12 

Rajah Pertabchimdor Sing, - -- -- -- -- „ 150 

Baboo I’earychand Mitter, - -- -- -- -- „ 25 

„ Potitpaiibim Sen, - -- -- -- -- - „ 36 

„ Rajcndcr Dutt, - -- -- -- -- - „ 100 

„ Radanath Siokdar, - -- -- -- -- ,, 50 

„ Raingopaiil Ghose, „ 100 

„ Russomoy-Dutt, - -- -- -- -- - „ 16 

Rajah Suttoohurn Ghosal, Bahadoor, ------ lOo 

C. Blake, Esrp - -- -- -- -- -- -- „ loo 


DONORS. 

Estate Sittanauth Mullick, from Baboo Rajkissen 1 

Mitter, Executor, in further part of Legacy of > Co.’s Rs. 500 


3,000 Rupees, - J 

“ The Committee of tin* Ball given to Lady Jackson,” ) 

(through Henry Luinsden, Estp,) - -- -- -j 

Baboo Uddoy Chunder Addy, - - -- -- -- 12 

A Eriend, - -- -- -- -- -- -- - „ 7 

Baboo Madhubch under Chouduroe, ^foonsift* of Chup- | 

j)ye, Zillah Rujshyo, - -- -- -- -- - j ” 

{ 4294 0 11 

950 0 0 

477 8 0 

„ 5721 

A Friend through L. A. DeSouza, Esq., - - - - 250 

X. Y. Z., for the Alms House, - lOO 

Ditto, extra donation, - 200 

D. M. A., „ 10 

D. C., -------- two donations, - - „ 75 

W. Macpherson, Esq., - „ 100 

F. Bellairs, Esq., ------------ „ 50 

J. P. Grant, Esq., C. S.,- - -- -- -- -- „ 100 

G. Cowan, Esq., - -- -- -- -- -- - „ 100 

Y. E., through G. W. Moultree, Esq., two donations,- 61 

C. A. Cavorke, Esq., - -- -- -- -- - „ 200 

H. Marshall, Esq., - -- -- -- -- -- „ 6 

A Thank otfering, through Rcvd. II. S. Fisher, - - „ 16 


0 0 
0 0 
0 o 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 o 

O 0 


0 0 

8 7 

0 0 
10 0 

0 0 


8 11 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
0 0 
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Major R. Ramsay, - -- -- -- -- -- Co/s Rs. 40 0 0 

G. M., „ 12 0 0 

W. X. Y. Z., - - - - - - three donations, - - „ 11500 

W. F. Fergusson, Esq., through Messrs. Allan Deffell -i 10 0 0 

and Co,, - -- -- -- -- -- --j 

G. A. Laws, Esq., „ 500 

A Friend at B., „ 1215 14 o 

R. T. Tucker, Esq., through J. Cochrane, Esq., > 3 12 0 

Official Assignee, > 

A Thank offering, - „ 40 00 

A Lent offering, - -- -- -- -- -- - „ 150 0 0 

W. Nichol,Esq., „ 16 0 0 


SUBSCRIBERS 

TO THB 

LEPER ASYLUM. 


Mrs. W. Bonnaud, -------- - Montlily, Co.’s Rs. 5 0 0 

Baboo Loknath Bose, ditto „ 300 


Tainted at the Bengal military orphan press 



PROCEEDINGS 

OF A 

EaROPEAN GENERAL COURT MARTIAL, 

IIET.I) IN BOMBAY, 

ON MONDAY THE 20tii FEBRUARY, 1854 , 

FOR THE TRIAL OF 

LIEUTENANT-COLONEL GIDLEY, 22nd Regt. Bo. N. I, 

Fresidknt. 

Colonel F, P. Lester, Commandant of Artillery. 

Memrkhs. 

Lieutenant Colonel . IT. Macan, 24tli Regiment N. I. 

Lieutenant Colonel J. U. Ilalleit, C. B., 3ril Regt. N. I. 

Lieutenant Colonel CoininaiKlant J. S« Leeson, Hor.se Artillery. 
Lieutoinant Colonel K. W. Hornier, 4th Regiment N, I., (Rides). 
Lieutenant Colonel J. S. Uown, 27tli Regiment N. I. 

Lieutenant Colonel H. W. Stisted, H. M.’s 78th Regiment (High- 
laanlcrs). 

Lieutenant Colonel J. Cre.ngh, IL M.’s 86th Regiment. 

Lieutenant Colonel W Brett, 2(1 Battalion Artillery, 

Lieutenant Colonel J. Wilkie, H. M.’a 10th Royal Hussars. 

Major E. H. Hart, Marine Battalion N. 1. 

Mrijor S. Turnbull, Horse Artillery. 

Major H. Hamilton, H. M.'s T^th Regiment (Highlanders.) 

Major P. Grehan, H. M.’s 78th Regiment (Highlanders.) 
ejaptaiu J. P. Mayers, H.M.’s 86th Foot. 

Captain H. Boye, Deputy Judge Advocate General, conducted the 
proceedings of the Court, and Lieut. C. L. Giasjsfurd, 1st Fusiliers, offi- 
ciated as Interpreter. 

The General Order directing the assembly of the Court and the War- 
rants to the President and Deputy Judge Advocate General having been 
read, and the members duly eworu, the Court proceeded to the trial of 



Lieut rolouel Tliomh^ c^iKlley, of the 22n(i Regiment N". [., on the fol- 
lowing 

Charges. 

First CnARi^M. — For gross (le(|(lction of tlniy, wlieu ComniJuitling 
Orih^er of thf* 15(li Regiment N. I., in having at Bliooj, in tlie pro- 
vince ofCulcli, between the 1st of Jan u ary ?' and the 1st of September 
3 853, f^ountenanoed intemperance and unbecoming coiuluct n*«ong the 
olficers of the Regiment under his commancj, by permitting iinclieck- 
od and unpunished, the following instances of drunkenness ,and im- 
propriety, degrading to Gentlemen, and ruinous to discipline. 

J^irs^ Instance — In the instance of the late Surgeon Elliott, who was 
drunk and indecent in Ids language nt a dinnerparty given by the Po- 
litical Agent in Cutch, on or about the 13th day of January, one tlious— 
and eight hundred and fifty-three, ^he Prisoner being present. 

Second Instance, — In the instance of Lieutenant Comyn, of the 15lh 
llegiment Native Infantry, who was drunk when going to the Durbar 
of his Highness the Rao of Cutoli, onor about the 7th day of April, 
one thousand eight huQdred and fifty-t1iree. 

Third Instance,~J.a the instance of Ensign Loft, of the 15tli Regi- 
ment Native Infantry, who was drunk at a dinner party, given by t he Po- 
litical Agent in Cutcli, on or about the month of April, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-three, the Prisoner being present* 

Fourth Instance, — In the instance of the late Surgeon Elliott, and 
Ensigns Loft and Hammond, of the 15fh Regiment Native Tnfunlry, 
who were drunk at a Nautch given on or about the ‘iOtli day of April, 
une tliousand eight Imndred and fifty-three, the Prisoner being preseiu. 

Fifth Instance. — In the instance of the late Surgeon Elliott, who, on 
or about the 13th day of April, one thousand eight hundred and fifty- 
three, between the hours of nine and ten o'clock at night, arrived drunk 
at Ensign Cole’s Bungalow, when required to afford inedicnl aid to that 
officer ; — Surgeon Elliott having come from the Prisoner’s house on that 
occasion. 

SiM Instance . — In the instance of Lieutenant Laurie, of the 15th Re- 
giment Native Infantry, wlio was drunk in the Billiard -room of the Re- 
gimeut , on or about the evening of the 13th of August, one thousand 
eight hundred and fifty- three, the Prisoner being present. 

Seventh Instance. — In the instance of Ensign Loft, of the 15th Rfgi- 
ment Native Infantry, who was drunk at the prisoner’* quarters, on or 
about the 3rd day of August, one thousand eight hundred and fifty- 
three i^Ensignt Loft being at the time on duty, as officer of the day. 

Second Oharge. — For gross dereliction of duty, when Commanding 
Officer the JfitU Regiment Ngtiye Infantry, (vud conduct Jiij;hly dis- 
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graceful nnd unbecoming the character of an OfRcer and a Gentleman, 
in not interfering to prevent the following scenes of ituieceocy^ which were 
enacted in hii< preseuae : — > 

Firsi Instance, — In the instance d| disgusting languoge, used towards 
the late Surgeon Elliott, in the Billiard-room of the 15th^ Regiment 
I., on or about the month of /April, one thousand eiglit hundred and fifty- 
tbree, on which occasion Ensign Loft, of the 15th Regiment, laid hold of 
Surgeon Elliott by the private parts. 

Second Instance,— In the instance of the late Surgeon Elliott, whose 
person was indecently exposed in the Billiard Room by certain Offi- 
cers of the Regiment, on or about the- mouth of May, one thousand eight 
hundred and fifty-three. 

The above being in breach of the Articles of War. 

Adjutant Geiieral’s Office, tlead Quarters Bombay, 16th day of Feb- 
ruary 1851. 

By tile order of II. E. the Commander-in -Chief, 
(Signed) Hbnrt Hancock, Lieut. Col., 
Adjutant, Genl. of the Armv. 

Colonel Gidley pleaded Not Guilty. He was professionally assisted 
by Mr. R. B, Barton, Barrister at Law, and Mr. F. J. Darby, Soli- 
citor, of the Supreme Court. 

The following Eviderice was then recorded: — 

Isf Witness, Assistaat Surgeon Beatty, deposed. — I was slAlioned as Assistant 
Surgeon at Bhooj iii the month of January 1863, in medical charge of a Detachment of 
Artilleiy. T am acquainted with the prisoner Lieutenant Colonel Gidley. In January 
1853 Lieutenant Colonel Gidley commanded the loth Regiment in Bhooj. I was ac- 
quainted with the late Surgeon Elliott of the I5th Regiment, lo January 1853, 1 reinom- 
Ver that a dinner party was given to the 15tli Regiment shortly after its arrival «t Bhooj, 
by M»jor Jacob, the Political Agent in Catch. I do not remember the exact date, I 
was at that dinnor. Colonel Gidley was there, the late Surgeon Elliott was there. 
I was seated on the same side of tlie table as Surgeon Elliott, six or seven chairs off. 
Colonel Gidley was sitting on the left of Mi|^r Jacob, who was in the centre, and Sur- 
geon Elliott was on the opposite side of the table some five chairs off, as near as I can 
recollect. I remarked Snrgeou Elliott's riotous conversation on that occasion. J-le was 
calling out very loud about the medal, which he had got at Mooltan. X heard Major 
Jacob say to Surgeon Elliott that I* had now come into civilized society, and inti- 
mated hiswi^h that ho should keep quiet. He did not keep quiet, i heard Ma- 
jor Jacob address Surgeon Elliott twice on the same point. Surgeon Elliott did not 
keep quiet the second time. I did not hear Colonel Gidley address Surgeon Elliott 
on the riotous conversation he was indulging in. Colonel Gidley was nearer to mo 
than Major Jacob. 

CrossxEvamined . — I had seen Surgeon Elliott previously to the day we met at din- 
ner. I saw him at breakfast on tlie morning tliat the Regiment had arrived. Colonel 
' Gidley seated at such h distance from Surgeon Elliott, that I should s-'^y all I 
beard, could have boon heard by Colonel GitHoy. 
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By the Cotvis — .1 was tinder the impreeston that Surgeon Elliott was then under 
the influence of liquor. I did not hear him use indecent language. — [ 7’/itr tvUness 

f’tfh-e.s.'] 

2ni>Witnkss, Lieut. Jl/e/Zm/i, of the^Artillery, deposed. — In the month of Jan- 
uary, 1853, I was serving at Bhooj. I am acquaihteil with the prisoner Lieutenant 
Colonel Gidley. He commanded the 15th Kegt. N. I. at Bhooj in January 1853. 
'1 was acquainted with the late Surgeon Elliott of the 1.5th Uegiment. 1 was present 
at a dinner party given on the llth Janaary at ilhooj by Major Jacob, Political 
'Agent in Cutch, to the OlFicers of the 15th Kegt. N. I. Colonel Gidley was there; 
the late Surgeon Elliot was there. I was on the opposite side of the Cable to that 
occupied by iSurgeon lillliott near the furthest end. Colonel Gidley was sitting 
Oil the left of Major Jacob, who was at the centre of the Table. Dr. Eiliott was 
on the opposite side near the end of the table. Surgeon Elliott was intoxicated on 
that occasion. I was led to think so because he was talking and laughing loudly 
at dinner, and behaved ridiculously. I do not remember exactly what he was 
saying, he was talking principally about Mooltan; Major Jacob several times endea- 
voured to turn tliG conversation, but did not succeed. The noise made b}' Sur- 
geon Elliott was very disagreeable to IMajor Jacob. I did not observe that Col. (Ti<lley 
took any notice of Surgeon Elliott’s conduct I was seated nearer to Colonel Gidley 
than to Major Jacob — at least I think so. 

Cross •Examined. — I had seen Surgeon Elliott once before at SuUknr when the 
Mooltan Field Force was collecting there. On the occasion of my seeing Surgeon 
JCIliott at Sukkur at th,o Mess of tlio llth Uegiment he was talking loudly ; — Iroiii 
what I saw of him I thought his usual manner was noisy. On the occasion of the 
dinner given by Major Jacob, I saw Surgeon Elliott after the company' hud left, 
and from his manner of walking and general duineanour 1 was convinced that ho was 
drunk. Colonel Gidley was not there at the time 1 refer to. I don’t recollect if Co- 
lonel Gidley loft early. 

By the Court , — Surgeon IClIiott wa.9 so evidently drunk wlioa Colonel Gidley was 
present that he must have observed it. — [7Vie witness r-siwes.] 

' 8rt>Witnks3, Lieut, BiJlamore,oi the Artillery, deposed. — In the month of January 
1858 I was doing duty at Bhooj. .1 am acquainted with the prisoner Lieutenant Co- 
lonel Gidley, he was commanding the J5th Regiment N. I. at Bhooj in January 1853. 
I was acquainted with the late Surgeon Elliott of the 15th Kogiment. I was at a 
dinner party given in January 1853 by Major Jacob, Political Agent, to the officers of 
the 16th .Regiment shortly after their arrival in Bhooj. Colonel Gidley was there, so 
also was Surgeon Elliott. I was o|i the left of Colonel Gidley. Dr Elliott was on the 
opposite side of the table. The Revd. Mr Watson was seated opposite to ^lajor 
Jacob I think, and Dr Elliott to the lefmf Mr Watson. 1 should say that Dr Elliott 
was drunken that occasion. I was led to form that opinion from his rambling way 
of talking and from hit general manner. 1 do not remember any thing he said. '1 he 
nature of his conversation was disagreeable and insulting to Mr Watson. Major 
Jacob encieavoured twoor tlireo times to tur^ W the conversation. Dr Elliott's lan- 
guage was dbscene and filthy. Major Jacob, did not succeed in his endeavours', he 
twice tried to change the conversation. Colonel Gidley did not take any notice of 
Surgeon ElUott*a conduct, I don’t remember when Dr, Elliott left the party. 

Cross •Examined, — I remember one time Surgeon Elliott was talking about women, 
and that was what induced Major Jacob to try to change the conversation. The din- 
ner party 1 refer to was given to the Society in general, to meet the Officers of thd 16th 
I do noferemember any of the obscene remarks made by Dr. Elliott ; he was saying 
80 «t)Bthiog a%ont prefering petticoats to the cloth, refei’ring to Mr; Watson’s 
professiottt What 1 have depoaed to about obscene language ia niy own 
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knowlc<1go T believe, nnd nol from hcaiaay. I cannot say tliat I reiucmbir'any pafti- 
oular word made use of by Surgeon Elliott, but I am po.'sitive that -I {fid Ikmi 
him si)«ak obscenely. Dr. Elliott might have said to Mr. Watson— “ much as 1 respect 
your cloth, 1 like a petticoat much better it might have beim that, and 1 don’t con- 
sider tliat obstamc. J)r. liilliotl’s general niaiiiTer in society was noisy. There were uo 
Judies present at the party. 

Bt/ the Court. — T don’t recollect having heard Major elacob ad dress DV. Elliott; when 
he wanted to clumge the conversation, he sjhnke as if ho Avas addrestjing Mr. Watson. 
Dr. I’lliott^s conduct and conversation were such as to draw general obsevvatioii. — 
[The wilncss retires,'] 

I'l’il AVn’Ni;sH, The RevJ. Thomas IVatson, deposed. — In January I wa$ 

Military Chaplain at lihooj. I am ac<}iiaiuLed with the prisotier, Colonel Gidley. Iti 
January 1853, he was Commanding the lath Heginieiit. I was present at tbo 
<linnor party given by Major Jacob, Political Agent in Cutcli, to 'the loth 
Uegiment. sbortly after tlie .arrival of the corps in that Province, I think it 
w.as about tbo 11th of January. Colonel Gidley was tlmre. Tho late Surgeon 
k’Hiott was there. Dr. IJliott \vus silting the next but one on iny left hand at the 
l.ible. lie seemed to mo to he intoxicated on that occasion. He was noisy, 
and w.as niakiiig use of loose language, and his manner was didereut from what it 
■was whenever 1 have soon him sober. He was swearing all the time, and 1 hoard 
lihn make use of one very oiYcnsivc expression. I remember his saying, “ that damned, 
fellow lias the buboes,” 1 can’t recollect any other expressions of that nature ; tim 
oilier p.xprossions made use of by him were simply oaths. Colonel Gidley 
did not take the slightest notice of this conduct; Major »j{ico.l) did take notice; Im 
said to Surgeon Elliott you must recollect, Doctor, that you arc now come inti) 
civilized society and must behave yourself,” or words to that ulfect. 1 don’t 
recollecd, Major Jacob speaking to tiiin in this manner more than once. His reproof 
had no clFect upon Dr. Elliott. Colonel Gidley was seated on the left hand of Ma- 
jor Jacob, when the latter vainly endeavoured to induce Dr. Elliott to bohavc himself. 

Cross-examined- — -I can't t^ll to whom Dr, Elliott wa.s speaking when Im 
ma*le use of tho indecent expression specided by me, my notice was attruijted by 
the observation. J was not paying any attention to, his coiiver.satiou. 1 believo that 
Dr. Illoxhaiu was sitting next to Dr, Elliott, but I really can’t say that tho obswva 
lion was addressed by tbe latter to Dr. liloxham, us between professional men. .1 
can’t say positively who did or who did not hear tim indecent expression referred 
to ; but Colonel Gidley was within hearing. I believe there avas a general con- 
versation going on at the time. I don’t, remember, at this distant period, any 
observations made use of by , Colonel (iidley, except one. regarding Shikarporc ns 
a station. Colonel Gidley did not spe.nk in so loud a tone of voiq.<a as l)r Elliott. 1 did 
not report Dr Elliott’s conduct to Oohmol Giuloy, as it was no duty of mine, it was 
useless, as Colonel Gidley was himself present; lam not aware that any one els«i 
reported Dr Elliott’s conduct to Colonel G^idle 3 ^ It is inipossilile for ino to say 
whether or not Colonel Gidley was so eilrgaged.in general conversation as nut to have 
heard the indecent observation made .pse pf by Df. Elliott. 

By the Court . — I forget whether it wa.s before or after or at the Gmc when the in 
docent expression was used by Dr Elliott, that Major Jacob endeavoured to make 
him keep (piiet. I do not recollect having heard Dr. Elliott make any allusion to 
“ clolh'^ or “petticoat” in any address to me. When Major Jacob desired Dr. Ellfott to 
behaveihimself as he. had come into civilizeil society, no one coujd have mistaken 
that ho meant to stop Dr Elliott, going on in the way ho was doing; Major Jacob ap- 
peared to be very mucli annoyed ; the whole aihur wab such as naturally to altiact 
Colonel Gidlby’s attcnlion. 
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SKCOND DAY, TUESDAY, ilU FEBRUARY, 18S<. 

The Reverend Thomus ExanAinatioii coatinued ; — 

Bj/fhe Court, — Di* KUlott dined witli Major Jacob after the ill conduct alluded to 
bv m3. I W'ls there ou the ocoaeidn of tUedianor in January at Major Jacob’s. Ensign 
Uaminond, of the 15th Uegiineiit, sat oh the other side of Surgeon Elliott. The tone 
of voice used by Surgeon Elliott in addressing Assistant Surgeon Bloxham when he 
made use of the olfehsiye expression referred to in ray evidence yesterday, waa cer- 
tainly , not that in which professional ralh over such subjects; more especially 
when they happen to meet togethec in general company. I am sutficient judge of the 
tone of voice of Dr Elliott in his general speaking to make the answer I have just 
given. I had never seen him before , — {^The witness retires.'] ' 

Tlio Court now proceeded to receive evidence on the Second Instanca 
of the pirst Charge. > 

. 5tii Witness, Major Watkins^ .15 Regt. N. L, deposed. — On the 7th April 1853 the 
Eiir. Ofdcefs of tiie i5th Uegt. N. I. were ordered to attend on Duty at the Durbar of 
HU Highness tlie Kao of Outcli. I saw Lieutenant Corny n going to the Durbar. 
Lieut, and AdjiUant Kune first brouglit it to niy notice that Lieut. Comyn was drunk. 
I then went up to him, spoke to him, and saw that he was drunk, and desired Inin to 
go to his quarters. lie did not go immediately, when Ensign Loft and Ensign 
Cole went up to him and persuaded him to g‘.> ; his clothes on the left side were 
dirty. When 1 wont up to Lieut. Comyn he was rolling to and fro on his tattoo, 
and cpuld hardly keep his position.. HU voice was that of a drunken man, he could 
hardly articuUW. As well as I can remember thU W 49 at 5 o’clock in tlie evening. At 
that time I was second in command of the I5tli Kegt. K. f. The oificers were dress- 
ed in shpli jackets atid swords when they went to the Durbar. Lieut. Comyn was 
in that dress. 

Cross-Examined. — Ido not remember that T told Major Jacob that Lieut. Comyn 
was indisposed on that occasion. I had only one opinion on that point, Lieut 
Comyn was drunk,— and I could n<»t have stated bttfbrwise. I. did not, that 1 am 
aware of, c.xcuso Lieut. Ooniyn's absence from the Durbar to Major Jacob. 1 am 
peirfecily sure that I had no conversation with Major Jacob at the Durbar or at any 
other time in regard to Lieut, Comyn. I ilid not report to Ltettt.-Col. Gidle}*^ the 
conduct of Lieut. Cuniyii. I left it to the Adjutant, Lieut. Ktuio, to do so, as, he was 
f>resent a^,,tho time that 1 sent Lieut. Comyn to his quarters ; and I expected that. 
I would hive been sent for the next, morning by J.»ieut,-Coloriel Gidley, to enquire 
into the particulars, lain not awaropf my owu knowledge that Lieut. Kano reported 
the . (yucumsUmoe to Lieut. -CuL Gidley. 

the Court. — 'rite Durbar was held between .5 and 6 o’clock in the evening. I 
should moKSt decidedly say that the state in wt ich I saw Lieut, Comyn waa not produced 
by exposure to^the sun in one of the latest inimths of Iho year; — it was from the 
eifect oMiiqtfoi*. 1 am not aware thaf Cblonisl Gidloy in any way noticed the mat- 
ter ; nor wais It ©fTicially Or otherwise noticed tb by Cblouel Gidley. It was 
more as an order emanating from me as Mcond in command than 00 $ « piece of advice, 
that I desired Lieut. Comyn to go to his quarters. I eonsidered it my duty to 
orc% Lieut. Comyn to do so. “ ‘ 

following question put by the prisoner through the pour<7::was'hot allowed to be 
addre8M4 to the. Witness. “ If you Ordered Lieut. Somyn to proceed to his quarters, 
why did you not report that yoq had done so toi ]^ttt,-,Coloneb;Gldloy. ^ " 

I did not order Lieut. Kane to repOj^t;t^ eirbilmstance. . I tUoWght i Adjutant 
ef the Regiment Jie would have donw so himself, as he brouskt it to my ^tice, I did 
net place Lieut. Comyn under arrest, 
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[The Court refused to eiitertftin the followiug question. In tire absence of Co- 
lonel Oidlov, why did you not, as second in command, place Lieut, Comi’ii at onco 
iu arrest.’’.] . ‘ ’ 

Col. Gidley was present at the Durbar, I a^ ^lot aware (hat he noticed the ab- 
sence of Lieut. Coinyn. I have no official knowledge that Lieut Coinyn's conduct' 
was reported to Lieut.-Colonel GidIe 3 ^ Lieut. Kane mentioned to me that Colonel 
Gidley wap aware of Lient. Comyii having been drunk. 'I'he officers of tlie Kegi- 
inent assembled together in a body at MajM.Jacob'.s house before going to the Dur- 
bar, I do not remember having. seen Lieul?Coinyn inside the house; but I saw him 
outside the gate afterwards amongst ihe other officor-s. Col. Gidley was riding in front 
at the time with IMfijor Jacob some fift}’ or hundred yard.s distant from where I saw 
Lieut. Corny n . — {^The witncfis retires.^ ' • 

6th Witness, Captain Kane ^ 15th Kegiment N. I., deposed. — I was Adjutant 
of the 15tli diegiment in April 1853. Ofi the 7tli of that month the Offiqjra wore, 
invited to a Durbar of tlie Kao of Cutcli. I saw Lieutenant Oomyri going to the 
jDurbar. He w'as very drunk, tia was reeling about on his tattoo. His clothes 
were covered with diri. His face had a bewildered appft.'irance. No conversation 
pa.ssed between mo and him. He was sent borne by Major Watkin.s. I went up to 
Major Watkiirs and told him that Liciilenaut Cojoyn was drunk. I’lie Officers were 
or,(lvn-ed by a Circular signed by Colonel Gidley to go to the Durbar, Tlie order ema- 
luUed from Lieut.-Colonel Gidley. 1 do not exactly reineuiher wliat order wa.s is.siied 
regarding dro8.s; but shell jackets and swords wore worn on duty at the timst It was 
between five and .six o’clock in the evening that I saw Lieut. Comyn going to the 
Durbar. I .saw him near the body of Officers and going towards the Camp. [ did 
not hear what passed, bet ween him and Major Watkins. While we were proceeding 
to the Durbar, Col. Gidley was not aware of Mr Comyn b^ing drunk; but next morn- 
ing at the orderly room I mentioned the circumstanco to him, not us a report, because 
£ know that Colonel Gidley had been with Lieut. Comyn at about nine o^olock on the 
previous night, — that of tbo Durbar. Col. Gidley had previously mentioned the same 
to me; he talked of it ns a disgraceful proceeding, and sugge.stcd that Lieut. Comyn 
should be made to leave the Uegfment. No official notice wa.s taken pf ihe subject by 
Col. Gidley that lam aware of. The junior Officers of the Regiment talked of rais- 
ing a sum of money to pnreiiHsc him out; but it was not carried into ellect. I am not 
aware of this of my owu knowledge. 

CroiS’Exaviined. — Colonel Gidley mentioned the circumstance to m^on the evening 
of the Durbar, in course of the conversation with me in the orderly room. I and h« 
were present. I had a conversation with several Officers on the subject of Lieut, 
Comyn *3 purchase. VVheii I first saw him he was about eight paces blF ; he after- 
wards passed close by me,— -within two or three paces off. Col. Gidley road me Mr. 
Comyu’s nota to him, wliicli led me to infer that Mr. Comyn Mntouded to destroy 
himself and wished him good-bye, and that he would not sec liim again in tbi^ 
world. Colonel Gidley told me that it was this note which induced him to go to,. 
Lieut. Comyn the previous evening. I did noi.ipfer from Colonel Gidley reading me 
the note that Lieiit^ Comyn was in. a state of dangerous illness, unless delirium 
tremens brought on by drinking bo meant. Col. Gidley told mo that/, he had 
just discovered thi|t Lieutenant Comyn was suffienag from venereal disejise; that 
shortly after liis return from Bombay Dr. filliott was going to give Lieu t^JCornyu 
a sick certificate to go to Mandavie, in consequence of his haying that diseoi^.. whioli 
wjjis only discovered that inornMig. He was put into sick quart, era after his return 
from Bhooj up to the day of the Durbar. When ho returned fforn Hombay he ap- 
pear^ remarkably well. I new heard of Dr. Elliott having alloTT^ Jieople to go 
aTfay Oft ejek leave in consequeaw of the venergl disease. 
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^<'l3ci;><ai// iftfHei.’fOf^atbbKitioiUcouUiiu^^^^ was about hmity.oA 

“^Ihirty paoeslt) fVoJil o-i' Major JuooU. and Dr. Klliort wlirii Lieutouiaiit <)oioyu ;\<\«h 
drunk ; lurwtis staiulin*. muir AlajoV- ,lnof»l>. Whon I first sawi Lieutruaiil 
^-orayii, il was my iutmtion to report iiim: to Ijpuii^iinnt Colouoi <firile.>\ :1 iiad 
■mentioned my intent ion to, 1 tUiuk, ICnsin^v f,on, who \v;is ridiiK'^Uy m vside at the 
<tiiue. He bogged of mo not to do. so ami snht, ho would tnko liitii‘(Lioutona»it C.) 
timtife. i was also dotiM'red from a wish not to o\po.so inv Kogiinont in preseiw 
a stranger, — Major Jacob. I had b^n inoroover Adjutant only for sovoriil 
^Udys 'and had just roturnod to Lhe< Kcgiinent, and I oonsidored that the matter 
might have been settled by buying JJeiUenant Cumyn out of the llegiment instead 
iSitl^eciiugliumlo a>C<jurt Martial. Strictly speaking, liowever, 1 negleeled luy 
duty in notT<jp<^d tij3g iiiin. My motive for so doing was not to expose him. C\>J. 
^}itUc^^s^<^tued.to. soi:eeu Lieutenant Coniyn. I must say Colonel Uidley appeared 
fusb.o nbujjj'cd at the circumstance ; lie said soinetlnng about Lieutenant Coiuyn 
a-t Mess witli otKer oftl!ecT.s. lie was. annoyed at the olUcers haviiig 
permitted Lieutonaiit Corny n to come in tliat state. Jn reporting to Major AVat 
Lie'll did^.ip>t think the same notice would be taken of Idcutenaiit Coinyn’s cou- 
^querns by reporting him to Colonel Gidlc\\—[7Vui auVat'6‘i' mim-.j 


^*’''7Tir Wl^K«?s, 7"'. Co/es, 15th Regiment X. I., deposed; — la tlr«' 

yinnith’of April 185fl, I remomber being present wdth other orticevs at the Durhar 
Nirthft Rao of Cutch. This was on or about the 7tli of April. I saw Lieutohant 
i'oinyn going to the Durbar. He was drunk, Iwent. np to him and p(irsnaded hii'n 
quarters, I saw him -reeling about on his saddle. He left ray side. 
T did*b<Tt sec him afterwards. Mr. Loft w'a.s also on lh(; other si<lo. Lieut. C<)inyu 
left us both. Mr. Lolt also persuaded him to go to his tpmrtcrs. 1 went over 
bouse shortly after the Durbar, when 1 saw Lieutomint Tiiouiscn 
Lnsign- Hammond there ; the former said Ih^ vvas just going to .write to n^«* 
^^j 5 t^l,a^k itU v;/mld give 70Q Rupees tv> buy out Lieutenant Comyu. .*M.y u ply was 
I'UiKt/ln)' wopid uot.gy, Mr. Thomson said ho nuist go because ho had another ,o( 
the sanie time Knsigu Loft produce<l a note by JdepUMiant 
tC. J^r.. Liliott, the exact words of which I do not remember ; but the 
55^wt:pur*,oliitwa» h^j^hing the Doctor farewell as ho was about to destroy hiiil- 
; s«Jr. . Inhere was ia rough eeuln. of payment ^oju tliu table in the room. . ' ’ v 

did not report Lieutenant ComyiVs conduct to ;Go1oninl 
J^G1dIcjj‘(ijther offic;iaIIy or privately ut auy time, ■ , ! v ‘ ' ‘ '• 

z.^uSffdhe.Co%art*^^y ** attacks” I r mean the voai'rlsal disorder with which LieutouMil 
Coaiyii Was atfocted. — ?«!<»€.«>• re<«cs.] * . 

l.5th Regiment N. I,. dcposcd.-rIt.was about fc'lie 
.April LS51!i, Ihdt. tlip, ofbccv.s. bf th^ IStli Regiment attended q.t the 
i Lieiit, Comyn going to the DurbaiV He >vus 
♦ veyy mucl} ipt^^icu^ted^ , ^I^aw him at^the Meii.s.room before going, to f lic 
^,lie waf tninin sini^e state, y^ry dinipk. .1 lieriove h^e was induced to go'^to his 
t, i^tiarteijs whin fi ,0 .was . pn. his way to tiio . Durbar. Xt about half past four 
" o'cTocky. M'.''^ Tie was at the Mqss-rpQm.kl)out,half an hour bc^’ure.dhis.. Oil my 
return from the Durbar I, saw him in his own Quarters ; jit wus’'abbut; dusk, Xle 
' ,wdS s6ll ; ho w^s very .rauctr'excited ; Ke threatened .. to 

\knock Knsigu Lof^ down if lib ^amc -again" to his quaflers. ‘ Ktifeign I,oft went tc> 
‘lient.' Coiriyn’s quarters befon?' irio. -fie rdinainoa only ¥' few inrantes and w4hf. 
^twuy, 1 Afterwards < Jolonel Giclley and the late Surgeon kUlidtt canie there;' 'Tii ere 
^*»was' ^in«' conversation iir which insisted upon going to the meife, hut whioh 
*fc^olei3f**UGidlwy Ixurhnde. him to .do; ^Aloloiud tiidley >4*qttest0 nte to UfeeHviedt 
Comyu to my house and to look ufter him, whiyh X did- Ho remained at my 



hAust till about nino o'clock the same evening, and Colonel Oidley and Surgeon 
Elliot came there and removed him Co the houte of the latter, lie went in a 
imflock ;:(haree lie Waa^iiot in a condition to ride or walk without tome 
aiioe. I was told that Ensign Loft tnade a proposal to induce Lieut. Comyn to buy 
out. The scheme was not carried into eftiot. I myself informed Colonel Qidley 
of the scheme Just alluded to. When 1 celled on Coiutiel Gidley the day after tlie 
proposition was made, 1 r^uested him tu write to Lieut. Comyn to be on Hit 
guard. I believe Colonel (iidiey was well disposed towards Lient. Comyn. He 
said during a conversation with me, that he had lost all confidence in Lieut.. 
Comyn. on account of his intemperate habits, and occasional his of drinking. He 
also said that Lieut. Comyn was so often found behaving in this manner, that the 
best thing for him was to go out# 

Cross-examined . — When Lieut. Comyn came to my house \ gave lum some beer 
to keep him quiet. When tlie conversation between me and Colonel Gidley occurred, 
no one was present tu the bo.st of iny recollection. This Was soveral days after the 
Lurbar. I culled on Colonel Gidley, not officially, but as a friena of Lieut. 
Comyn. Lieut. Comyn gave up his intemperate luibits, 1 believe, after his retora 
to Bhooj from Mandavie. 

JSy the Court . — I hud no other conversation with Colonel Qidley about Lieut. 
Comyn. The Colonel did not make uny other general remark than what 1 have 
.already mentioned. 1 do not think it was for the benefit of tho Rejgioient but 
for that of Lieut Comyn's that Colonel Gidley remarked that he shoum sell out. 
Undoubtedly Col. Gidley had no wish to take serious notice of Lieut. Comyn's 
eonduGi.~^l The witness retires."] 

The Court next proceeded to tak^evidenco on tlio Third lustaiill^ 
of the Clmrge, 

Asssitant Surgeon Beatty was recalled and ' deposed — I was present at 
a dinner given by Major Jacob, Political Agent at Bhooj, in the month of April 
1853. There were, some ladies present on the occasion. Colonel Gidley wai 
there. Ensign Loft was there. 1 particularly remarked the donduct of Eniign 
Loft at the commenoemuiit of the dinner. My attention was drawn to Ensign 
Loft { his face was red, it presented a tip-«y appearance* He was seated ou my 
left; 1 was at the foot of the table. Mr. Loft left the table before the cloth 
was removed; he was perfectly drunk, lie was assisted by Major Watkin and 
Ensign Hammond lifting him up. lie was Jjfted up finder the arms and 
drugged along. He was uiuhle to put Ills legs on the ground, one before tlie 
other. Colonel Gidley was seated on the opposite side of the table on the left uf 
Mi^ur Jacob, about five ohutrs off. A lady wua seated right opposite to Ensign 
Loft, and another on the same side, only one chair off,aiid immodiutely next. to 
Colonel Gidley. About three quarters of an hour after the oominetiueiuent of 
the dinner Ensign .Loft was drugged ou|. About ten miiiutos after tliU, ^ 
olotii was removed. The ladies had nut retired before Kusigo Loft was dreggiMl 
out The circumstance of hie being drunk attracted my attention, and the l e ij i s!(i 
were looking at oneanother. I did not hear aiiyb*>dy say utiythiug about 
did not observe thatColuiiel Qidiey’s atteiitiicui was directed to Mr* uoi^ I did abb 
eee Ensign l^oft alter he was removed. 1 iiad no conversation with him, | auu fiCI 
aware with whcjin 4Mr. Loft came to Major Jacob's, 

Cross-exanUuedv^Zmgn Loft wrote an apology the next morning to 
Jacob, and it wa^ accepted* 1 am act aware ofirhai took place in the ordefty 
rbom ; 1 am not aware that *Vir. Loft was reprimanded. Uis face U always very vm* 

Bg the Courtr-^l did not see the. apology whlcEl^tgn Loftr wrote? ,t eaw a 
note from Major Jacob to Lioutenant Ratkes, in which he said that Eiisigu Loft ' 
had ieutan apology, which he accepted, and M the seme tino advtsiBg act 
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hioasfrlr TM fetter wpi3 read to me. I amoiot iware thut Major Jacob 
Xiot oonvineod that Mr. Loft was drank, — [ witness reft’m.] 


FOURTH DAY, THURSDAY, 23rd FEBRUARY, mi. , 

dtti Witness, Lieutenant llatkes, of tlfc Cu^cli Irregjukr Horse, deposed.— I wtis 
stktioued ntCutch in April 1853 in the capacity of Assistant Political Aseiit. I 
have held that ottice over since. Lieutenant-Colonel LeGrand Jacob was the Poli- 
tical Agent* He was Major in April 1853. He 1*4 now absent on sick leave. 1 don’t 
hhow exactly where. 1 think however ho is beyond the limits of the Bombay 
Presidency. I had a conversation with Assistant Surgeon Beatty in allusion to a 
letter written by Major Jacob to the Adjutant General of the Army, in whicli 
thn subject of an aptilogy by an officer of the loth Kcgiment was referred to 
The conversation took place a day or two ago. I did not sec the letter, ns I was 
absent from Cutoh; but Major Jacob informed me of what ho wrote. I don t re^ 
member the exact words; he mentioned to me the name of Ensign Loft as the 
pprson who wrote the apology. He accept*"d the apology ; I mean that Major 
Jacob did not take any offici.il notice of Mr. Loft’s conduct, beyond speaking to him 
personally on the subject. I ani acquainted with Mujor Jacob’s hand-writing 
This Exhibit [Letter from Major Jacob to Lieut -Colonel Green, c. b., Acting 
iGeputy Adjutant General] now shov/n me, diifed Mahableshwur 24th October 
1553, is in the hand*writing of Major Jacob; [extract from thi^ was iiere read by 
the Prosecutor, Paragraph 4, which is subjoined.] 

*' 4. — A day or two afterwards I issued fArinul invitations to all the Society of 
the Btation, and on this occasion it was found necessary, before dinner was over, to 
l^tttOye one of the young offtcors of the L5th llegt. from the table, ladies being 
present • he sent next clay an apology and 1 called on him hoping thereby I might 
save him from ruin by friendly but appropriate warning.” 

This is the letter to which I alluded, and it is in the hand 'writing of Major 
Jacob. I did not see the apology. The impres.sion on my mind left from various 
^Conversations with Major Jacob is, that he considered Mr. Loft to have been in- 
toxicated at his table, and that it was for that he apologised ; hence the cause of 
the warning by him to Jlr, Ivoft. — [2V<e witness retires.'] 

Major iVatkin recalled and examined. — I was present at a dinner given by the 
Political Agent of Cutch in April 1853. There were some ladies present. Colonel 
Gulley was there. Ensign Loft ^as present. Ho was immediately on my right and 
J)r. Elliot was on my left. Colonel Giciley was on the opposite side of the table, 
near Major Jacob, ho was probably four chairs off* from Eiisigu Loft. A lady was 
sitting nearly opposite to Ensign Loft. I remarked that Ensign Loft w'as dead 
drunk on the occasion with his head on the table. He ^jfas assisted by Ensign 
Tiammond and my.self out of the room. Tlie Iadie.s had nok retired from the table 
'Irafore Ensign Loft was removed. I am certain of this. He was removed by being 
lifted up under his arms ; he was both speechless and powerless. ,llis romoviil 
from the table have attracted attention ; thoio was a general buzz in the 
room. I had a conversation with Lieut. Colonel Gidley that night on the subject, of 
Ensign Loft's conduct, I mentioned to Lieut. Colonel Gidley that I interceded 
for Ensign Loft, in consequence of his being the youngest Ensign but one in the 
Kegiroent ; and that Lieut. Corny n was Sent homo drunk from the Durbar some 
days before that, and no notice whatever was taken of it; and that if Lieut. Colonel 
Gidley \vould keep a tight hand on the officers of the Hegiment, such scenes as 
had been witnessed would not occur. Colonel Gidley piadeno reply that I remem* 
her of. I was second in command at that time. 1 do not know how EnsigrA 
Loft's conduct was investigated the next morning, J don’t hnow if it was invea* 
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Cross^ejfamined.-^Colonel Oidley most docldodly was not g(^h>g t6 th«. AdJut^tP* 
for the purpose ofplaciog Ensign Loft under arrest. I merely interceded beoftuser 
Ensigu Loft v/as nearly the youngest man ia the Regiment. When I interceded 
for liinsirti Loft, I did not think that Colonel Gidlej', if he did take any notice of 
his coiuluct, would have dune more than reprimand him, nr order him to apolo« 
giie. Colonel Gidloy was perfectly aware that Ensign Loft was drunk when 
taken from the tublo before I spoke to him j and I wish to add that I did not thmk 
iny intercession would have hjrtl any weight with Oolpnel Gidley. As I knew that, 
no notice was taken of iJeut. Comyu’a conduit, wlio was going drunk to the Dur- 
bar, and whom I sent homo, I tliought tli.it I slmuJd speak to Colonel Gidley on the 
subject of I'hisign Loft’s conduct, and intercede ; because it would bo an.injustioe, 
to bring a younger oflficer to a Court Martial when an older ofTicer’s misconduct 
Was not taken notice of. This was certainly my reason for interceding. I doubted 
whether my intercession would have any eifect or not. I interfered for Ensign Loitr 
as I felt an injustice would have been done if lie had been brought forward whem 
an older ofiicer had been sent, home drunk and no n«>tice taken of his conduct, la 
fiayiiig that it would have been an injustice to bring Ensign Loft to a Court 
Martial, I meant to say to bring him fn-wanl, I difl not intend to use tho words 
” Court Martial.” X>y “ bringing forward ’ (Ensign Loft.) I mean giving hioi' & 
public reprimand. 1 did not wisii Colonel Gidloy to give Ensign Loft a iriore sevara 
puni.nhment tnun administering* him a rept iaiaiul or making him apologize ; 1 did 
not think ho desorvod a moro sovLM*e puni.shmenf, in conseqiienco of Lieutenant 
Comyu having l)eeii let ofL IMy intercession was with the view to prevent Colonel 
Gidley publicly roprimaiiding Eiisign Loft, I aiu not aware that Ensign Loft 
was privately reprimundod. 

By the Court . — In tho event of an officer being officially ' reprimanded by 
Commanding Orticer of the Corps, I ought, os second in command, to have beea 
ordered to attend. I can’t speak of the practice of the Regimoiit, having joined 
it (mly a short time. 1 have never seen any cases of tLis kind before, although I 
still think that I ought to have been ordered to atterjd. I cannot say whothev by 
tho priUJtico of the Regiment I shoujcl have been so ordered — that would depend upoa 
the Commanding Officer. I have been absent from the ITitli Uegimeut, and re- 
joined it at biiooj on the 25tli of Febrimry 1853, from sick leave to England,. I 
can’t say how long Colonel Gidley commanded the Regiment. He was in com* 
maad when I joined. AV^tiio second in command, I attended tho orderly room on 
three or four occasions (after rejoining tho Reirimoiit from sick leave) when I had 
occasion to bring complaints against certain officers, Golonei Gidley never, that I 
remember, sent for mo to attend at the orderly room. The orderly room wai 
generally held at the Adjutant’ .s quarters, that is nsfariys I know , — [The V)itr\ei^ 
re/tres.] 

7'he Rev. Thomas Watson recalled and examined. — 1 was iit a dinner party .giver, 
ill April 1853 by Major Jacub to tho Sociu’y at Uhouj, There were four 
present on that occasion. Colonel Gidloy was llK*ro. Ensign Loft was there. I v>as 
Buated ut table, tho next but one to him on his right. Colonel Gidley was oii Uio 
opposite side of the table about six chairs off. My attention was first attracted to 
Ml*. Loft by heariiig him asking so many people to drink vvijio and beer, 1 then 
hearrl him speak in an angry and husky tone of voice like th it of a drunken man, 
to a servant behind him, T!io next thing I obs*'rvod was his head down on the 
table ; then I saw Ensign Hammond pnshixig him ia the side, when Eftsigu Loft 
raised hi.s head and put it down again, 

FIFTH DAY, FRlDAy, iriTQ FEBRUARY 185i 
The Revd. Thomas Wagon’s examination con tinueJ.—In addition -to ^what I 
stated yesterday as having remarked in the conduct of En.^ign Loft, i noticfd’that 
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BAilgh YTamtnond again pushM him in the side emleftrtnin'ng* to arouse him, but 
eff»K;t. A short timo afterwards, tho servants came to renrove the cloth, 
bhf Ooutd not do so, because Mr. Loft’s head was still on the table. Ensijrn H im* * 
mond again endeavoured »o rouse him, and not being able to do so, he and Maj<ir } 
Watkin carried him ont of the room. The circumstance attracted the attentioti of 
the whole room. Colonel Gidley did no| ut the dinner table address Ensign Loft, , 
nor otherwise notice his coiiduct.-*-[ 2’Ac witness retires.'] 

Captain iTune, 15th Regiment N. I., recalled und examined — T was at n dinner 
party given by Major .Incob in the month of April to the Society ut t hoi*j. ■ 
Colonel Gidley niid Knsign Loft were there. ( w is on the one side of the tahlo 
ncijir the end, aticl Ensign Loft w«s on the other side, three chairs from the further 
end.' T considered Ensign Loft dead drunk on that ofpusion. j was led fo form hat 
opinion having be«*n attracted hy his falling with his head and anna on the table. 

I rntintit tell how soon after, hut as far as I can recollect it was iinined atcly after 
that; he w.is carried aw ly ho lilv hy M ij.ir Witkin aii ! Ensign M.iiiiinoml I y 
carrying away b<»dily. I iic aii that each of these officers held Mr. Ijofc iiuder 
tl>e arm and supported him out. lie was not able to walk. The circum- 
Stniico attracted the attention of all th»»se near whom I wa.s silting-— it 
attracted Colonel (iid^y’s iittcntion as widl. I saw hy the inotion of Colonel 
Gldloy’ft eye. wlio was seated next but one tome, and looked t«>wards me, that ho 
noticed what had occtirrcd. I was .idjiitaiit of the Kegimeiit at that time. IVheii 
we had retired into the Drawing-room, Colonel Gidley. who was st Hiding near 
one of the doors of the rooai leading to a verandah, mot ioned to me to come n)> to 
him. I went up to him, he asked what I thonglU of it, alluding to this oireurreaiM*. 

I siiid I was greatly disgusted at the recurrence of these s(*ene.«, I said 1 tlnnnjit 
it was very disgraceful, that we could not, as a body of officers, appear any wlicro 
in publb without some one officer getting drunk, and 1 hoped that ho wouM take 
some notice of this occurrence. I alluded to some other occurrence, which aj)- 
peiired to be disagreeable to Colonel flidley, and he left my side. J^o offici il 
notice whatever had been taken of Ensign l.oft’s coinluct ; at least, I fancy I slumld 
have been the channel of couimuaicution if there hud biou, as 1 was Adjutant of 
the Regiment. 

Cross-examined . — Colonel Gidley never motioned to mo to remove Ensign 
Loft at dinner, Coloncd Gidley did not order mo to write and direct 
Ensign Loft to attend at his, the Colonel’s, quarters, tln^ n^xt morning, on 
duty, and I never did so. I saw Knsign Loft in t)io drawing-rtiom btd’ore din- 
nc'f, and his appearance was flushed and wluit it generally was at that period after 
he h. ad been drinking. No act <»f Ensign Loft's beforw dinner besides Ids fliisln?d 
appearance led me to consider that he wasdrunk. 1 do tint tliink that dniakardi 
are generally pale-faced men, but flushed. I do not state that Ensign Loft was 
drunk hofor® dinner. I do assume from Ensign Loft's appearance befine dinner 
that he had been drinking. About that period, Ensign Loft’s face was always 
pidticulnrly re«l, and though of hectic appearance, he was more flnslind after 
drlid^irt^ than he wasnatunilly. Ensign L'd’t is a man of a florid complexion; I have 
seUd hU face moderately I’ed. Ensign Loft was dead dnuik at very nearly llie' 
cud dinner, th0 kecbhd Course was cither removed, or ahout to bo removed. It 
tnpst have* bfeen ipore than half an hour after we had sat down to dinner. I 
docn^t think It was quite an hour, I ran only at this ilistant period judge as to the 
time n dhin(»r of the kind usually takes in Serving out. Until asked the question, 

I neif^r gave the subject a thought as to time. During the dinner Ensign Loft 
w^ nbt noisy, nor, did I sqo at hear anyiWng improper or ungeiitlemaiiiy. until 
tny attention wn^ attracted, ns 1 hitvo^ before s'liid, by his fulling on the table. 
Drunkenness affects ffiffereht 

^Jourt refusect to enterUin ilie’ following qiiestfon Under all these 
circumsiances,— first bis being sober before dinner,— second, tho short liitbrvul ' 
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cU'>8ing between bis sitting down to dinner nnd allegfed driink.ennWsrr-tWrdvbfffl; 
beinji:- «« y<>^ allejye, a habitual drunkard, nnd a small q unntity of drink 
likf'ly t<» take effect. Can you n<»t < ouceive the possibility of his prostration. MQg: 
cau.'^ed by other incuiia than drink?’ ] - 

1 have not the sli^ditost recollection of ever having ordered Ensign Loft (Slth^»r 
by wortl or letter, nf>r have I any recollectwin of being ordered by (iolonfel GhTT^ ’ 
to direct Ensign Loft, to attend at his quarters the inoniiiig after dinner. 
impreision is thnt Colonel Gidley told me that evening, that he ^vofild seJ^d 
for Ensign Loft himself. I will state positively that I do not believe I wa» 
ever ordered to direct Air. I^>ft to attend at Colonel Gidley’s quarters, 
l)<»canso I never heanl from Colonel Gidley how the matter was settled, arid I 
think Colonel Gidley, in a conversation, said to me he would himself send for Mr. . 
L^ft, anil I know that the matter was privately settled. I do not rerollect ever 
writing to Lnsign Loft privately or otherwise t«> attend at Ci»h>ncl Gidloy’s qutir* 
tors. 1 do not recollect communicating with I^nsign Loft on the aunject in any 
wa}*. I never heard of Knsign Loft being reprimandt'd by GoIf)nel Gidley, ( 
heard from ALijor Jacob’ that the matter had been privately settled, and I think 
from Major Watkio that Ensign Loft had wrilteii a note of apology to Major Jacob, 
which was accepte<l. and I may also say that this circinnstaqce was known gene* 
rally amongst the officers with whom I associated. 1 believe tliat tiie apology 
was writlen at the instigation of (k)l<mel Gidley. T certainly think that tho 
general vvisli of the officers was that Ensign Loft’s conduet should escape any inoro 
serious notice than a seven? reprimand 'i by reprimand, ( mean a public repri- 
iii-Mid, For all that I know t<> tlio contrary, at the same time that (’olonel (iifUey 
insti'jatod Ensign Loft to write tho apology, ho might have repriinsin(le«l him 
priviiteiy. i do not know any instance <'f Colonel (jidley’s having rejn’iinanded api 
officer, eitlur privately or oliicially. When T have brought complaints of impro- 
priety against S(nne of the officers to Colonel Gidley, he lias told mo that I should 
esteem my brother-officers more, and not be bringing such matters against thpm 
to his notice ; but I don't consider these to be reprimands. 1 wish to correct 
what I said befiire, namely, that I did ii(»tknow of qny instance in wliieh Colonel 
Gidley had reprimanded any<itlicer: 1 recollect an instance as regards myself, 
whicli l consider was official, I being Adjutant ; no t>ne else was present. 1 cap* 
n<jt answer the question wliether in all tlic instance.^ I know of officers beiP^ 
censured bv ('olouel Gidley. the censure was in private, that is between Colonel 
idley and the <?ensured officer — hecauso I consider tho question nu ambigfnus 
one. I recolli'ct no instance (»f an otficcr being censured in any way, excepting 
myself, us I have already stated. 


SIXTH DAY, MONDAY, v7tu FKHUUAnY, IfiSI. 

Captain Kane was recalled and examined at tho reqn(?Kt of tfie Prisoner’s Conn* 
sel. 11 is examination on Friday was read over by the Deputy Judge, Advocate 
General, and Captain Kano wi.sliiiig to make some remarks upcu that ev{« 
donee, the Court closed for tlie purpose of deciding upon its expedienc}', and vjfheiU 
his request wms alhnved, (’aptain Kane Rtated as fono\v.s ; — Wjien I was last mul?r 
examination, tho Court might remember upon being questioned about Cdt^Vj^l. 
Gulley’s reprimand, I wished to enter into Certain detaiL wJiicli I was prohiliit^^^ • 
from doing ; when J said 1 only recollected ono instuncQ as regards myself, I , 
did not mean that that was the only inatance, as it wouJd.nppear if Lwas pej:?. 
mHted to enter into-other instances j if the C‘*“f fi ^ ready to meDtiou ajj 

I can qt present. recollect ip CqlonylvGiyley expressed 

)f my conduct. Witj^ 

IS beinc the only case I could recollect iri whicp the reih*im,abd 
is a pn vats on^, 'x)o ciao bht’Odoti'^r Gi^liV "dttd beini 


many jnstiioces as 
his disapprobation 
particular, t 
ZDigbi pe looked on 
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hraMiit In other instances which I could mention^ if called upon to do so, Cotonet 
displeasure was signified to me in a more public manner. 
h , Captain Kane re-examined.-*! have been reprimanded in public orders for 
disobeying liegimeiital orders. It wa.s in iSeptcmber last. I was in sick quarters^ 
and being considered convalescent by the medical ofiicer. I had his permission 
to take morning and evening cxcrcis^, and on a Sunday on the strength of that 
peirraiesion I attended the evening church service which was performed in a house 
distant about one hundred yards from nay own, an'd although there were not above 
Sudoae.n Europeans in camp at that time, and Colonel Gidley was not present there 
that evening, only four or five persons having attended, I, as sectmd in command 
At the time, was publicly reprimanded in orders for going to church. 

Cross-examined. — I was the Adjutant at this time. 

[The following question was not allowed by the Court : — “ You said you had 
pot known any instance of uii officer being reprimanded publicly or privately by 
Colonel Gidley, are w'c' now to Miiderstand that both have taken place in your 
owa case.’^J — [^the witness retires.'] 

.The Court next proceeded to lake evIdoiiCo on the Fourtli Jnstanoa 
pf the Charge. 

* ' Lieutenant MeUersh, of the Artillery, .examined — I remember a Nantch 
being given by the European Officers of the 15th Keginient, buti do n(»t recollect 
the month or date. It w’as on the occasi.m of new colors being presented to the 
Kegiment, ‘I Avas present there- I believe most of the native oflicers of the 
Keginient were also present. Colonel Gidley, Licutennnt Knne, J.ieuteiiant 
Thompson, Lieutenant Coles, Ensigns Hammond and Eot't H*id Dr. Elliot were some 
of the Oflicers there, whose names 1 recollect. Dr. Elliot, who was sitting next 
to mo, was Intoxicated, and making a great noise, talking to the sepoys in an 
absurd Avay, aiid Ensign Hammond also appeared to bo very much the worse for 
tViquor. He was making a disturbance at the Nauteh. There was no other Officer 
creating a disturbance. The Naiitch was held in a tent near the Sepoys’ lines. It 
after mess ut night. Colonel Gidley was in the tent when Dr. Elliot was 
behaving in the manner I described. 1 >vas sitting between Oidonel Gidley and 
jPr. Elliot ; the three chairs were close together. Ensign Hammond was sitting 
'three chairs beyojid Dr. Elliot. I saw Ensign Loft vdien I was leaving the tent. 
,^nd ho appe.ared to be drunk. Dr. Eliidt's uhsurdity consisted of his callii:g 
tile sepoys by certain names, and asking them wdietiier those were their names 
or castes, and then he burst out laughing. He did not knoiv one of the Sepoys’ 
names. There was nothing that 1 heard En.sign Hammond say in particular, (except 
,whenhe came behind Colonel Gidley 's chair ami said in a loud angry voice — *• Colonel. 

. do you see any tiling wrong in iny dress,” or w'ords to that effect. After that, ho 
‘left Colonel Gidley and called out at the other end of the tent, *• by God 1 11 have 
justice at the orderly room,” or words to that effect. Colonel Gidley took no 
further notice of this conduct than by motioning Ensign Ilammond away, and said 
S<)^etliing, either go away, or be quiet, no more than two words I should say. 
I thought Ensign L(>ft was drunk from the apearancei^f his faco, which was red all 
; Over. I took no particular notice ot him beyond that. I have no recollection of 
his saying or doing any thing particular. I was there shortly before Colonel 
Gidley’a arrival. Tdon’t roconect having seen him enter the place. He came and sat 
down by me* I may have remained atihe Naiitch for about an hour. 1 cannot bo 
certain. I left os early as 1 could- I thought thei’C- would be a disturbance at 
.the Uautch, but 1 had not previously made up my mind as to how long I should 
. 1 might have remained longer were it not that ! saw all these things going 
was requested by an Officer to leave. . 

By the Pn’s’chcr.— Ensign Loft was iasidc the tent when I was thWs. ' A'ifar Sfl 
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ilgai^w, of l^antcK^s tljG music tho singing aro the only noisy portions of it, at 

ilmVs people ifiiglit bo “compelled to speak loud, but I was at that -tlmo holdM^ A 
conversation with Colonel Gidley in a low ton© of voice and could hear, Ehsl^ 
Hammond iras drunk in the usual acceptation of the term. Doctor 
Ensign Hammond did not sit close to mo; 1 know they were sitting together^^bul^X 
did not particularly observe it at the time. I have not had an opportunity 
iervin^ whether they were good friends, f should not consider a man drunk aoleljf 
from his talking aloud* it depends upon hie manner of talking, whether he talk# 
tense or otherwise. It was Khsign Hammond’s violent behaviour that led me to 
Consider that he was drunk. He was talking in a loud angry manner fn the preaeftc# 
of bis commanding officer ; I judged also from his manner of talking afterward#.. 
Ho would not certainly have done so if ho had been sober. His behaviour more- 
over was calculated to create a disturbance. 1 was told by Lieut Kano of tho e:^pre8« 
sion which I aliudod to befu’e while speaking of this affair. I asked him whilst the 
meaning of Ensign "Hammond a question to Colonel Gidley about his dress >VU8; 
he (Lieut. Kane) said he had remonstrated with him, about the noise he was mak- 
ing, and about I think hisdress; but in what way I am not aware. I don’t know if 
L'cut, Kane told him that he. Ensign llaininond, was drunk. I saw nothing improper 
in his dress, I should be angry if 1 was accused of being drunk, but I should take 
particular care to have it proved that I w.isuotin that state supposing I was sober. 
1 should think that If an officer be accused of being drunk, ho should take iinme« 
diate measures to prove that he was not so; but if he neglects to do so, art in^ 
ference might he drawn that he was drunk. I don’t know if Ensign iloinmoucl 
ever took any measures to prove that he was not drunk. If Lieut. Kane told him 
when they were sitting together that he was drunk, he did not take any moasureft 
to prove himself sober. There was nothing beyond Ensign Loft’s appearaiice and 
red face that led me to suppose he was drunk. Tho officers of the 1 5th Kegiment 
who w’ent to theNnutch had the dress on which they wore at the Mess. I 'dined 
at the Mess. Ensigns Hammond and Loft did not dine there. 

By the Court . — A drunken man would be more angry and excited than a sober 
man would be under the same circumstances. It is, however, a matter of opiuioix 
and depends on the natural temperaments, — [ Witness 7 etires.'] 

Lieutenant Coles, deposed: — It was on or about J-he 20th of April thataKautch 
was given by the officers of the IJegiirieiit. I was present. There were native 
officers also present. Lieut. Kane, Colonel Gidley, Ensigns Hammond and Loft, 
Lieut. Thomson and Dr, Elliot, all of the lotli Itegirnent, were present. 1 hoard 
Ensign Hammond and Dr. Elliot make absurd and ridiculous expressions. They 
were drank Ensign Ilammond was talking aloud. From his manner and appeararree 
'I supposed he virus dnmk. lie called out No. 3 company to the front; I'll shew 
them their way, he then turned round several times and shook hands with anativ# 
officer three times; he turned roun<l to mo and said, “I lovo that man.’* I also saw 
.him embrace Mr. Kane and say “ I lave you, old fellow.** He kept going on making . 
himself very absurd. Lt. Kune asked him to go I'lome, saying you had, much b^tfec 
go home as you are not properly dressed. * Dr. Elliot was amusing himself tiy 
telling tho sepoys their different castes; he wont over to three^ or four of them 
ftnd over and over again giving them a different caste every time. He 
tremely noisy. I heard of Ensign Loft being in the same state. I saw hitA effter 
the tent. He was sitting at tho further end of the table.. I cannot say in Vriiafc 
s|at© he was* . I was seated between Dr. Elliot and Ensign Hammond. ' 


. SEVENTH DAY, TUESDAY, ARY, ~ 

> Xtient CoL^ pecairt'd*-*-TbeKautch,whlcb,I hay# spoken to’ wis IheM b a 
A 'was a.t the Nautch before Col. Gidley arrived th#r#* I t 

accompanied by Ensigns iJamrodad tipd Loft to iiby^C^tfedgeO'cl 
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GUlIey did Unt take any notice of the conduct of either Ensign Hammond or EH* 
sign Loft. — [ Witness rttirei.'\ 

Captain Kane recalled and examined — >1 remember a Nautch having been given on 
the 2Utiiof April 1853, by theofhuers of the 15th Kegiment, on the occasion of the 
' presentation of new colors. It was held in the Mess-tent in front of the Grenadier 
Company lines. Almost the wholeofthS native ofheers must have been present at it. 
C'ol Gidiey. Lieut. Alellersh (Artillery), the late l>r. Elliot, Lieuts. Thompson, 
Fraser, Coles, Ensigns Loft and llumtnuiid, and tnysclf are all that I can recollect, 
1 Consider that the late Dr. Elliot, and En-signs Loft and ilaminond were iiitoxU 
cuted. Dr. Elliot*s having been very noisy and behaved in a very absurd manner 
made me suppose so. He pretended that he recognized various men of the 
Kegirnent ; that he had seen one man at Sawunt Waree, and' another at 
Vingorla, calling one man a llrahinin who wa.s probably a l urwaree, and another 
a Purwaree who was a llrahmin, making all niunncr of mistakes of that kind, and 
screHining and shouting with laughter. His conduct was any thing but proper 
or digniiied iis a European, officer in the presence of the men. There was no 
mistake us to his being in liquor. Knsign Ilaminond was also very lidiculous and 
very undignitied in his iiianrier and c.iiuluct- lie came and sat next to me. I 
endeavoured all I could to keep him quiet, and told him that he had been enjoying 
himself too freely. 1 reminded him where he was, and begged and entreated of 
liim tt) go hiime. After some persuasion I succeeded in inducing him to follow 
my advice, for he lelt the tent, us he told me. to go home. Shortly afterwards 
1 was attracted by his re entering and making a very great noise 
near Colonel Gidiey^ duinniiig and .swearing near Colonel Gidiey or quite close to 
liiin, and looking towards me. All I could hear was damning and swearing j 
I cannot, however, swear to the wonls. 1 thoughi he was abusing me. Dr, 
Elliot was sitting bet>veen us and making a noise, so that I eould not hear tho 
exact expression. Ensign Loft's appearance was very wild, and his manner 
violent and unnatural towards Ensign lltimimmd. i gave him no tfuuse whatever 
by Word or deed to excite his anger, for in fact he left my side on the best of terms, 
and said tie was coming to breakfast with me ii^xt morning. There cannot be 4 
shadow of acbiuht th.it he was drunk at the time. I saw from Ensign Loft's 
appearance that he also was in liquor, and 1 considered it so disgraceful and 20 
discret.itable to see officers in that state on such an occasion in the presence of 
tlieir men, that I went up to Ensign Loft and told him in the most kindly and 
friendly terms possible that he had been exceeding, and begged of him to go home. 
Ensigns Hammond and Loft wore colored shooting coats at the time, and 1 told 
them that I did not consider that wa^ a proper dres.s to wear on such an occasion. 
A very few days previous to this Nautch, I had issued a circular by order of 
Colonel Gidiey on the subject of the dress of officers at Mess, and 1 thought what 
was considered an improper dress to attend Mess in, would be an improper one to 
appear at a Nautch. I consider that tli© Nautch might bo looked on as an 
omcial' assembly. The dress prescribed for uloss was white clothing. All 
the other officers were dressed in white. I made no official report to 
Colonel Gidiey on the subject of the conduct of Ensigns llumuioiid and Loft. 

1 thought the whole scene was so discreditable to the Uegimeiit, that I mentioned 
it to Colonel Gidiey with the view to his using bis iutluenco to induce these 
officers to leave the tent quietly. When! mentioned to him what 1 considered - 
was the conduct of Ensigns Hammond and Loft, he (Colonel Gidiey) looked up to 
the tent-pole and said, where are they, 1 don't see them.*' X then ^aid, X 
thought this was not proper in the face of the Hegiinent. Portions of this 
conversation must have been overheard by Lieutenant Mellersh, who was seated 
next to Colonel Gidiey, I was at the Nautch before Colonel Gidiey. ' Knsigi^ 
X/oft was accompanied to the tent by Ensign Hammond. 1 was Adjutant at the 
time. It docs not consist with my own knowledge that Colonel Gidiey took any 
official notice of the conduct of Ensigns Left and llammqud, I was not 
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as Adjutant, l»y C<>U»nol Gulloy, In r.uiiv«.y a cenoUiv k» Ihesu olKcors 
tliuii conduct at tlivNautcli, 

Cross •examitiPAL — I did not ofticinily report Knsi<pi llammoini li\o next mornin»- 
tci Colonel Gidley. lam ccM’tun I iiovm* made uso of the wonl ‘Glnuik,” buti( 
inipfht have been Infened from what I said to Colonel G id ley. I an\ not in tho 
)iAi)it of makin^^ use of tliat expression whei! talkinj*- tf> gentlemen. I don’t tliink 
I said “ intoxicated’^ as far as I recollect. I fancy that the expression I made uso 
of was “ these oilicers had exceeded,” because I bad no intention of saying any 
thing oftensive or injurious to these otlieers, more cspeeially as 1 know they had 
accompanied Colonel CJidley to the Nautcli. My only object was to effect tlieir 
removal from the tent as quietly as possible, the day being an occasion of jubiloo 
in tlio Regiment. I decidedly gave Colonel Gidlciy to imderstami that Ensign 
Jlainmoiid was in liquor. Tlio next morning I received a note from Ensign 
Hammond • I have not got it ; but the purport of it, to the best of my 
rocolloction, was to the effect, that ho had been informed that I had re- 
ported him to Colonel Gidlcy for being drunk on tho previous evening, and 
ho said he thought it very unkind and unfriendly on my part, tliat it might have 
proved his ruin, or something to that effect, and he thought it a very hard thing 
that ho could not enjoy liimself on an occasion of that kind, and that ho con- 
yidorod 1 would be the last man to do a thing of that kind. I sent a 
wrilteii reply to that note tolling him ho was perfectly right in saying 
1 was the last man to do him an injury of tlie kind or any one olso if I could 
avoid doing so. 1 begged of him to come over to mo and that 1 should explain 
wliat had actually occurred Indween Colonel Gulley and me. This waste the best 
(<f my belief tin? purport of my note. Ensign Hammond rcturuod me a writtem 
reply, inakingsonje excuse for not having come to mo. I saw Ensign Hammond, 

I don’t recolleet whether it was that day or tho day after ; I explained exactly 
wluit hiul taken place between (k)lonol (tidloy and myself, and tlio reasons which 
led me to speak to Colonel Gulley on tho subject. In the course of that con- 
vorsation I reminded him that lie had come to the NantcU with Colonel Gidloy, 
and tliiit it was folly to suppose that any injury could have been done Iiirn owing 
to wdiat I said to Colonel Gidley, and that from his knowledge of Colonel Gidley ho 
must have been aware that Colonel (Jidley would not have taken any serious notice 
uf it, and that ho was making up a grievance out of nothing. I think on that occasion 
I'nsign Hammond toI<l me Col. Gidlcy was his infornuint, th.at 1 had reported him. 

1 never expected Ensign Uaminoiul to breakfast with me on the morning after the 
Niiuteh. I had been a t the orderly room from a quarter past seven to breakfast time 
and coidd not have uffV)rdc<l time to go to any officer’s house. I am not surtj whctiior 
he dijclined in that note breakfasting, Imt in tho course of tho conversation which- 
1 had with liim, ho said he could not eat bread in d man’s house who would d«> 
IiiDi aucli an injury ns to report him for being drunk. 

Tlio Cjurt having closed to consider tho following question, allowed it ty 
be put ; — 

Question — You held a staff* appointment in ICaudoiah, wore' you not disinissodi' 
tor quarrelling with your coiiiinanding officer? 

Ans’ver. — I lost my Staff Appoiiitiuont of Dheel Agent at Kaiidoish for what tUft 
Governmont coivsiderod a disobodionco of orders. — I Witness retires.^ 

Vr. Bcaltif having been recalled, deposed. — As far . as my ,, own personal. , 
Knowledge extends I never witnessed any thing but geutlomanly c^jiKluct on tlm 
part of Col. Gidley ; I heard lie was kiiid-Iieartod, but as a . inilitaiy officgi'T 
kqow notliiiig about liiiii. I am uyt capable of judging what Cvh (jidiey aUout^ 
be, iis a military officer. - ' ' 
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eighth hay, WEnNEROAY, Ut MARCH, 1954. 

Cnptnin Kane re-calleil aiwi fmthei’ examined , — 

Rif the Prisoner . — I have nothing more to add about Ensign Hammond's 
rondiict at the Nanteh beyond what I have already Btated. To the best 
of my recollection Ensign Hainmpnd threw his hands round my neck ^ 
this was about ten minutes after he entered the tent with Ensign Loft, 
lie sat next to me. I endeavoured to persuade him to keep quiet, but 
he threw his arms round my neck and said, “ I like you old fellow.’^ I did 
not forget this circumstance ; but what 1 stated before was in general terms. I 
do not recollect Ensign Hammond saying that ho would have justice in the 
Orderly-room the following morning. I never asked Ensign Ilaniniond to 
iireakfast with me the day after the Nautch. Ensign Hammond invited himself 
to breakfast with me, makingexcusesover and over again for not having break- 
fasted with me according to promise on the evening of the Nautch. This was 
before 1 spoke to Colonel Gidlcy of his conduct. I was first redioved from the 
Adjutancy of the 15th Regiment on account of my going into sick quarters on 
the 26lli September last. Previous to this» on or about the 19th August, I 
tendered my resignation of the Adjutancy to the Commandcr-in -chief, and on 
the 5th Oct. I was directed to be relieved of the Adjutancy until further orders. 
To tlie best of my recollection that was the direction in Regimental Orders. 

1 remember the letter I sent to Colonel Gidlcy as Commanding Ofilcer ; it was 
nearly as follows : — ** Sir, I have the honor to request that you will be good 
enough to submit my application for permission to resign the Adjutancy of the 
Regiment, for the consideration of II. E. the Cominandcr-in-Chief. 

2. — •* It is duo to myself to state that I am compelled to take this step, in 
consequence of the ill-treatment I have received at yo\ir hands, having on threo 
different occasions bccu publicly insulted by you while in the discharge of my 
duty. 

3, — “ The only reason which I can assign for having thus drawn upon my 
self your displeasure, is in consequence of my having brought to your noti(;e, 
or having myself taken notice of occurrences which I regret to say have of Into 
greatly jeopardized the character and credit of the Corps, and which, if should it 
be His Lordship’s pleasure, 1 shall be liax)py to explain.’’ 

Colonel Gidlcy requested mo to witlidraw that letter, giving me 24 liours to 
ihink over it ; afterwards he requested me to withdraw the 2nd and 3rd paras of 
the letter, and again the 3rd paragraph. I did not withdraw tlic letter, but sent 
it on entire. I was called upon by the Major General Commanding the Division 
to offer an explanation of my letter, which I did. That explanation, with Colonel 
Oidley’s reply, I suppose, must have gone on to Army Head Quarters, and a 
Court of Enquiry ensued. This Court Martial is the result of the Court of En- 
quiry. I believed that Colonel Gidley requested me to withdraw portions of 
my letter ; the word recommend may have been used by Colonel Gidley. There 
•were three subjects of enquiry before the Court. Nothing has as yet transpired 
in reference to that which concerned me personally, at least the decision of the 
Coinmander-in-Chief has not been made known yet. 1 don’t think I ever 
remarked to any of tho officers that I wished for the Adjutancy. I applied for 
un investigation of Colonel Gidley’s insult in October last, and I withdrew my 
application because Colonel Gidley had been placed under arrest and ordered off 
to Kurrachee, and the proceedings of the Court of Enquiry were already so 
TQluouttOUPi that I did not wiaU to press my request, as it Avould only give further 



trouble, it having alreaily come before that Ctuirt siomeliow or other, 
tVesithMit of tlie t'ourtof Enquiry was ordercil by MH jt)r (general Somerset tv» 
iiivestigiito the matter referred to in the above reply. 1 do not think Colonel 
Gidley was wholly actuated by kindness of heart, and not wishing to Giidaiiger 
their Commission, to overlook the several instances of intoxication on the part of 
these otHeers. I did not particularly remark any thing in the shape of a 
grievance about Colonel Gidley. I did not know Colonel Gidley before I joined 
the Jiegiment ; but from what I heard from other officers, I was informed that 
if 1 applied to Colonel Gidley for the Adjutancy, lie would get me the appoint- 
ment. I applied, and Colonel Gidley recommended me for the situation. But 
if 1 stated that Colonel Gidley was tlie only Lieut. Colonel under whom I 
would serve as Adjutant, that was impossible, because I never knew Colonel 
Gidley before I joined the Regiment. When I saw him a few weeks before, I 
certainly liked him, or otherwise 1 would never have applied to him for the 
appointment. I think it was Ensigp Hammond who told mo to apply to Colonel 
(gidley for the appointment. Ensign Hammond was then acting Adjutant, 
r made only one application. Colonel Gidley made m§ believe that it depend- 
ed on Major Wa tkin. Colonel Gidley told me he would speak to Major Wat- 
kin on tho subject. As I was tii the habit of seeing Major Watkin, I asked 
him the next day, when ho told me, that ho had not been spoken to ; 
he said if he was consulted ho would certainly name me. Colonel Gidley told 
mo that he would \vait until ho saw Mr. McDonald’s name in tho General 
Orders for leave to Europe. Mr. McDonald was then Adjutant. A few 
nights afterwards Colonel Gidley told mo to send in my application in writing 
before the Left Wing came in. I don’t recollect having repeatedly promised to 
shew him tho proceedings of my dismissal from the Bheel Agency ; he mighu 
have had them as others in the camp had. I never gave them to him, because 
he never asked me for them. I did not care about Colonel Gidley *s seeing 
them or not. I am not aware of Dr. Elliot being universally beloved among; 
t he men and officers of thu Regiment. He was a kind old mau, that’s all I 
know. — [ Witness retires.^ 

The Court uext proceeded to take evidence on the Fifth Instance of 
tlie First Charge. 

Lieut Colest 15th Regt. N. I., deposed. — On or about ihel 3tUof Aprill had oc- 
casion to call for the services of Sutg. Elliot. I wrote to liim as I had fever, request- 
ing him to put me in sick quarters. I sent the letter by my ghorawalla. Dr. El- 
liot came to me between eight and nine o'clock in the evening. He was then 
drunk. He staggered into the room and seated himself. Ho told me I had burn- 
it»g fever. Ho never offered to prescribe for me nor came near mo. I told him f 
wished to be put in sick quarters and requested him to write a certificate. He at- 
tempted to write twice, but as he was drunk he could not write ; he said he did 
not know what was the matter with him ; he destroyed tho papers. He then 
commenced singing and laughing. He talked a good deal of nonsense about hia 
dear wife,— he said he wished to have another. 1 then reminded him to put me 
in sick quarters, and let the liospital people know, as tliere was a parade in 
tho morning. He wrote something on a piece of paper and put it into hia 
pocket ; but I did not see what it was. I told him I wanted to go to bed and it 
w'as time to go. Instead of going straight down the stops he was walking at the 
sides. 1 seized him by the. arms, assisted him down the stops, and put him into 
his gUarcc. ilv then commenced, bilging in French, shoutin?: to his ghora- 



20 


wnllft, fin<l left my lionse. I lioar»l liim sljontinp: some clistanee from my 
lioiiso. Tliere sire about twelve steps to my house. The precipitate heiKi‘t 
id about eiglit feet. 


NINTH DAY,F1UDAY, 3rd MARCH J&54. 

Lkuienant Coles recalled and further examired. — I wn.s never in sick quarters 
in Bhooj before the month of April 1863. I arrived at Bliooj as well as I i*e- 
member on the llth of January 1853. I am not positive sis to the dsvte. 1 was 
never in sick quarters until the month of Oct., when 1 went on sick ccrtirieatc to 
Mandavie. I do not remember any other day but that alluded to on Wednesday, 
when I asked for Dr. Elliot’s profesjsional aid by letter. 

/?// the Vi isoncr. — I did not report to Colonei Ciidley that Dr. Elliot had come 
drunk to my house, as I heard that Dr. Elliot had come from Colonel Gidley’s 
house, thus giving mo no occasion to report it. Colonel Gidley’s liousc was 
nhont half a mile from my own. One house was on the extreme right and tho 
other on tho extreme left of the camp. If Dr. Elliot had been at Colonel Gid- 
ley’s ho would have had to pass hia own house on his way to mine. 

Ihf the Court, — I sent for Dr. Elliot about seven o’clock, and he arrived at 
about half past eight. 1 heard from Dr. Elliot that he was at Colonel Gidley’s 
house, and also from my Gliorawalla Gopal, by whom I sent a note to him. 
On the horsekeeper’s return 1 asked liim if Dr. Elliot was coming, to which he 
replied that ho was sitting with Colonel Gidlcy at his house. I thiidr it was 
about half an hour or little more between the Gliorawalla’s going with the chit 
and returning to my house. The puriiorfc of my note to Dr, Elliot was, to put 
mo in sick quarters. — [ IV'il/ieis 

lOrii WiTNUS.'i, Gopal, ^7/e()ra?/>a//u, stated on afTlrmation. — I am in the service 
of Eieiit. Coles, of the l.Oth llogt. N. L I cannot state po.sitivcly, but about eleven 
months ago, I took a note from my master to Dr. Elliot. When 1 gave tho 
note to Dr. Elliot, he was at Col. Gidley’s house. Col Gidley wa.s with Dr. Elliot 
when 1 delivered the note, nobody else was tbere. 1 saw them with my own eyes. 
They were togetlicr. Col. Gidley and Dr. Elliot were sitting in the front verandah 
of Colonel Gidley’s house when 1 saw them. 

Bp the Viisoncr , — The sentry at Colonel Gidley 's was not on the side from 
which 1 came. lie was on the other side and said nothing to me, I delivered 
tho note to Dr. Elliot at a quarter to seven o’clock in the evening. 1 don’t 
know wlicn Dr. Elliot arrived at my master’s liouso. When I delivered tho 
note to Dr. Elliot he told me to go to his Iiouso and order his gharry to Colonel 
(j alley’s house. I then sent the gharry to Colonel Gidley ’a and went home. I 
did not SCO Dr. Elliot on my way from Colonel Gidley’s house to my master’s. 
Dr. Elliot was seated in a chair when I delivered tlicnoto to liim, and I perceived 
nothing extraordinary about him. He was seated quietly in Ills chair . — \:Wiiness 
retires. ] 

The Court next proceeded to take evidence on the Sixth Instance 
of the First Charge/ 

Lieut, ilfcl/e/s/t, of the Artillery, recalled and examine 1. — I was present in the 
Billiard rooin of the 15tli Ilegt. on the evening of the I3th Aug. Lieut. Laurie 
was there. Wlnlc* 1 was in the Billiard roeiu that evening with some other 
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fx'liwfl, Lieut. Lauvie oamc in an<l ma«le uee nf l.'infriiapo, whicli wafl very offensiro 
to present, an<l his manner was ealoiilateil to cToute a disturhanco. llo 
looked round at those in the room wlienho camo and called out more than once-'- 
“ what ia all this about, where is the inarkinj^-hoard.” Jfe came in SAvaj^f^er- 
liis manner was supercilious, and lii^ tone of voice was overhoarinjj. Lieut* 
Laurie was at tlmt time very much the worse for Ihiuor. 1 liave seen him 
often enough to judge wheuhe was, and when he was not, the worse for liquor. 
Lieutenants Kane and Stileman, the late Lieutenant Stephenson of Artillery, 
Ijieuteuants Haike.s, Stevens, and Hoskins were in the liilliard-room besidcii 
myself. I heard Lieutenant Kano say to Lieutenant Laurie wlioii lie was 
walking round the table, “ Laurie, what is the matter or wonls to that 
eH’cct. Lieutenant Laurie turned round and looked at liim in a dcliant manner 
and answered, there was nothing the matter witli him. Upon whicli LicuL 
Kano said, “ then you had better sit doAvii and bo quict.’^ Lieutenant Tianrie, 
however, still continued looking in the same defiant Avay at Lieutenant Kano, 
Avho was playing billiards, and Lieutenant Kane seeing this said to him, “1 can- 
not stand any of your behandering or words to that eflfect, he also told him ho 
was in liquor and had better sit down. Jdeutonaiit Laurie, after a short tiim^ 
dill so. I saw Colonel Cidley in the Billiard-room on that occasion. I 
tliiiik h 2 entered Avitliiii ten minutes after Lieutenant Laurie came in. 
Colonel Gulley at that time Avas saying, — say AvliatcA'cr you have to say to 
mo at the Orderly-room on Monday morning.’^ On Saturday this took 
place. (Jolonel Gidloy addressed Captain Kano in a very loud tone of 
voiee. I did not obserre Captain Kane speak to Colonel Gidloy. Dr. 
Llliot Avas there when Colonel Gidloy spoko to Captain Kano. Dr. Klliot 
called out, “ tliat’s right Colonel Gidloy, that is a clinclior.” Ho stood in lb(* 
same position as before ; ho said nothing. It Avas in a loinl exulting tone of 
voiee that lie said tlio foregoing. I Avas standing on the opposite side near llio 
head of the Billiard-table ; and Dr. Elliot Avas sitting near the same end of 
the table. It Avas Avitliia twedve feet of him Colonel Gidley was sitting. 
It Avus i»ast eight o'clock in the evening, after the Mess dinner. The Billiard 
labU; is about fifteen feet from tho Mess table. I saw Col. Gidloy go outside 
tlie Billiard room with Mr. Laurie and apparently at ]\Ir. Laurie’s request, for 
Avlieii Col. (jidley first came into the Billiard-room, 1 observed Lieut. Laurie say 
something to him, immediately after Avhich they went out. This was beforo 
the conversation. I Avent to Ool. Gidley in the Billiard-room some time after 
Tfieiit. Laurie and Lieut. Kane came there ; Col. Gidley did not mentiou 
the subject at that time. On the following Monday morning Col. Gidley sent 
for me about twelve o’clock. Ensign Hammond was present ; Col. Gidley began 
speaking about the scene that had occurred on the previous Saturday, in tho 
Billiard room, questioning me in an indirect manner by stating his opinions re- 
garding the scene, and drawing out my oiunions iu that way without asking mo 
any direct questions. He also shewed me tAVO statements, one written by Lieut. 
Kano and the other by Lieut. Laurie ; he then asked me my opinion regarding 
these tAA'o statements, and 1 told him that Lieut Laurie’s statement was in- 
correct, and that Lieut. Laurie had been drunk on that night Col. Gidley 
said that there were several officers w'ho were prepared to state to the contrary, 
and told mo that wlmn he went into the Billiard-room he observed Mr. Kane to 
be in an excited state, much more like a drunken man than Mr. Laurie, and 
O'jl, Gidloy asked me whethci: Mr. Kane ha-l t^dd Mr. Laurie that he 
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rirnuk on that ocoaftion. Knsign Ufinin)on«l Col. G'ulUy’»« que.stion 

by flaying it was a iiiistake of I'ol. Gulley ; an«l said, “ I think Mi*. Kano toll 
voii (witiias.s) that Mr liaurie was drunk'” ; 1 said, Mr. Kano never told me so, 
hut that he had asked my opinion on tfiat day. 1 dined on that evening at 
the late i/ieut. Stephenson’s house ; Mr. Kane dined there also. 1 never saw 
Mr. Kane in a state that I could pronounce to be drunk. When Mr. Kane 
asked iny opinion about Lieut. Laurie, I shrugged my shoulders. 

Cross-examined, — When Col. Gidlcy entered the Billiard-room, Mr. Laurie 
was sitting on a chair. Col. Gidley must have seen Lieut. Laurie was drunk. I.icMit. 
Laurie did nothing particular in his presence in the Billiard-room, lie certainly 
appeared like a drunken man when Col. Gidlcy addressed him. He presented tl»e 
ifiame appearance as he did before the Colonel entered the room. I cannot e.\- 
plain his particular manner at the time ; but I having seen him (Lieut. Laurie) 
drunk at the Mess table on a former occasion, 1 was ableto see at once that he 
was drunk'. He did not stagger ; he did not make any noise ; lie did 
nothing remarkable for a drunken man. A man does not always do 
something outrageous when he is drunk. Lieut. Laurie’s conduct on being 
accused of being drunk by Captain Kane, in sitting quietly down and waiting 
for Col. Gidley to come in and then address him, would be that of a sober and 
prudent man. Lieut. Laurie’s maimer was not the same when he went out with 
Col. Ghlley as when ho came in, and when Captain Kano said his (Lieut. 
Laurie’s) manner was ** hahadoorce** in the Billiard-room. 1 did*not observe 
Lieut. Laurie so particularly as to state that lie was drunk when he went up 
to (k)l. Gidley ; supposing I had not seen him before I should not liuvo pro- 
bably noticed that ho was drunk. 


TENTH DAY, SATURDAY, 4tii MARCH, 1851. 

Lieutenant ilicf/cri/i’s examination continued. — /L/ the Court , — Lieutenant Laurie’s 
conduct ill the Billiard-room might have been attributed to disappointment from the 
iabki being engaged, or from dislike to some t)f theoHicers there ; his conduct was 
very rude, and lie walked round the table without giving any sign of recognition to 
any one in the room at the time, thereby .sliowin/j intentional slight and insult to all 
parties present. He was also drunk as I said betWe. Colonel Gidley evidently was 
not desirous of impartially enquiring into the matter, for by the remarks he made 
to me, 1 saw that he was anxious to lay the whole blame of the occurrences of that 
evening on Lieut. Kane. The senior Officer in the Billiard-room previous to iho 
arrival of Colonel Gidley, was Lieut. Kane. 1 consider the conduct of 
Lieut. Laurie on that occasion, was calculated to disturb the harmony of the 
evening, if allowed to pass unnoticed. 1 don’t think the uotico Lieut. Kano 
t'Xik of Lieut. Laurie’s conduct was either harsh or severe. Lieutenant Laurie 
was drunk and misbehaving himself in the Billiard-room, and 1 consider Lieut. 
Kane was perfectly right in preventing a disturbance. I certainly suppose that 
Colonel Gidley was laying the whole blame of the matter on Lieut. Kane, contrary 
to liis conviction of its groundlessness. Lieut. Laurie did not commit himself at 
the time ho went up to Colonel Gidley in the Billiard-room as I mentioned before. 
1 consider that one of lie circumstances which happened afterwards tended to shew 
that Mr. Laurie was drunk, and from which Colonel Gidley also must have been 
aware of it. Tlie circumstance was, that Lieut. Laurie who had been sitting on a 
chair ever since he came a second time into the Billiard-room with Colonel Gidley, 
asked Dr. Elliot to lend him his bullock cart to go home. The bullock cart was not 
ready, and Lieut- Laurie made a rush out of the door, w ith a very uuubual gait, try - 



snft io keep himseU as sleaily as posaiWIe. ]f r^iciit. Laurin Imd not reported tliA 
matter to Colonel CkUey, I don’t know whether Lieut. Kane would have dom^ 
sfi— aueli nil idea hud not entered my thought, ao that I uni unable to give uii opinion 
on it. I should say that Lieut. Laurie was in the Billiard-room altogether for an 
hour. Lieut. I.aurio did three days afterwards apologize for his rudoness to the 
oflieers in the Billiard-room. It was on the Tuesday following. It was a written 
apology addressed to all those Oflieers who were in the Billiard -room on tho 
evening when he entered it first. Lieut. Kane was the person who demanded tlie 
apology through Colonel Gidley. ' The letter of apology admitted otlensive be- 
haviour towards those whoso names were specified, and expressed regret. — 
f rch're.v.] 

lAeutenant liaikes^ deposed. — On the 13th of August last something unusual 
occurred in the Billiard-room of tho 15th Uegiment N. 1. Lieut. Laurie was there. 
His manner was overbearing and extraordinary, and such as is unusual in gentle- 
manly society. Lieut Laurie came into tho room, and without noticing any others 
who were there, with his hand on his hips bounced down the room expressing 
surprise at what was going on. Myself and others had gone from tlie Artillery 
]\Iess-r<>om where we dined, to that of the 15th Begimeiit, to liavc a game of 
Billiards. On reaching the end of tho room, Mr. Laurie looked intently at some- 
thing on tho wall and made enquiries for the marker or marking board, both the 
one and the other however, were at the opposite end of the room, in which direction 
he j>re.sently proceeded, and in the si^me jaunting way in which he had entered. 
On seeing tho unseemly mode in which he was behaving, and that he appeared to 
lu! in rupior, Lieut. Kane went up to and told him that he was in lupior and 
asked him to sit down, and I think ho added ** sit down and be quiet." 1 di<l 
not know at the time in what state Lieut. Laurie was, whether drunk or sober, as 
1 never before had seen him, but judging of his appearaneo and behaviour 
on that occasion as compared with what they were on a subsoqmmt occasion wlu ii 
1 mot him on a point of duty, 1 believed him to have been drunk on the former 
oecasion. My opinion of Lieut. Laurie’s conduct in the Billiard room was, that it 
was ungentlemauly, for such is unusual in gentlemanly BOciet 3 ^ The senioi 
Ofiicer in the Hilliard-roora when Lieutenant Laurie was so acting, was Lituit. 
Kane. Tho notice that Lieut. Kane took of Ids conduct, was not, I con.sider, 
unusually harsh. I saw Colonel Gidley in the Billiard -room that evening; ho eiimo 
in afterwards, that is, after Lieut. Laurio was directed by Lieut. Kane to keep quiet, 
{shortly after Col. Gidley entered tho room, Lieut. Kano went up to him and 
asked him if ho might speak to him for a moment. I am not aware tliat 
I^ieut. Kano had mentioned tho subject upon which ho wished to speak to him, but 
fiM>m what had just taken place I naturally concluded that it had reference to 
Lieut Laurie. Col. Gidley replied, “ I will have nothing to say to you now, eomo 
on Jklonday morning to the Orderly-room, there will be plenty of time to lusai 
what you have to say,*' or words to that eftoct. I was standing quite 
close to Col. Gidley and Lieut. Kano at the time, an<l was imuh 
astonished at Cpl. Giuley*s reply. I am not aware that Col. Gidley took 
any further notice *of tho matter. Almost immediately after tho conversation 
above alluded to took place, I left tho Billiard-room. I don’t recollect in what 
tone of voice in particular Col. Gidley addressed Lieut. Kane on that occasion, it 
was siilliciently loud for any body near at hand to have heard. Hr. Elliot was 
also in The Billiard-room at the lime Col. Gidley entered it. After Col. Gidloy hail 
spoken to Lieut. Kaiu*, Hr. Elliot said “ well done Colonel,” or Avords to that eliect. 
I am not aware whether Col. Gidley took any notice of Hr. Elliot's remark. I 
did not observe Hr. Elliot’s manner when he so spoke, being engaged in agann 
of Billiards ; his tone avus that of npprobatiun. l>r. Elliot was on one side of tin 
room and \vc in the centre. Hr. Eiiliot Avas ttii or tAMhe feet fiom CoL (lidbv 
as fai as 1 tan lemcmba, I saw Cel. Gidley two cr thuc limes pievioucly to 



Cto:js mnniucd . — As 1 h;i<1 not 9C(‘n liioiit. r/mrn.* holoro, T was an inipo.i I »h c 
picJ^o he Wfis drunk or notoii the iii;jht in the Billiurd-rooin at t/tc time, 

bii[>f) 0 .sin^ a charge hud been brought against Lieut Laurie next inoniing, and 
I bud not seen him since i)rcceding night, I would not in suc)» a eontingoney state, 
he was drunk. At the tinio when I met JLieut. Laurie on u inutter ol'diity tjoL 
(iidloy was present ; and in his presorice I don’t know why Lieut, Laurie’s 
jjianncT should bo dilFerent to what it woiihl boinliis own llegiincntal Milliard- 
i o(»ra, atid with officers of his own age and rank. Supposing for argnmont that 
Lieut. Laurie was drunk, ho did not commit any act of driiiikenuess in the 
j.reseiico of CoL Gidloy that I saw. [The question, — ‘ YTou (h>ii’t coiisidei 
the presence of a Commanding officer of more importance than that of young men 
in the regiment,’ was disallowed.] 

By the Court, — I was surprised at Lieut. Lauritfs manner, as it appeared rude 
and iiKjautioiis. I cannot speak positively as to what oecurred in the presence 
of Col. Gidley.-^l. Witness retires.^ 

Htji Wit.ni’.ss, Liaiitenunt /loshins deposeil. — >1 was present on the 13th of 
August last in the Billiard-room of the 15th Itegimout. Lieut. Laurie of the l.'3tU 
liegiment was there. After weliad been there a little while ^^r. l^aurie came in using 
insulting gestures and expressions enquiring what the devil the meaning of all 
that vvas ; he pushed his way among us, and continued asking where tlu; marking 
board was. Lieuts. llaikes, Kune, IStophenson, Stilcinan, Mollersh and myself 
wore there. I carno from tlio Artillery Mess. Lieut. Laurie strutted up to the 
table and pushed himself among the players, I consider him to have been drunk at 
the tinui. 1 had seen him drunk before at the Moss. 1 consider him l(j have 
insulted the whole of those who wore present in the room. Lieut. Kano w;is 
the senior olUeer among them, lie went up to him and said, “ 1 will Iiave none 
«>r your Hahooderimj here, you arc in liquor, and had better sit ilown.” 1 df. 
not consider the notice of Lieut. Laurie’s tM)nduct by Lieut. Kane harsh or 
severe. 1 saw Col, Gidley in the Billiard-room. 


ELEVENTH DAY, MONDAY, 6m MARCfl, 1851. 

Lieutenant Hoskins depos(sd. — rjioutonant Kano went uj) to Colonel Gidloy aiul 
asked iiim to have a few minutes conversation with him, to which Colonel Gidley 
replii:d, “ No, fSir, 1 liave nothing to say to you ; there will be time enough foryou 
tospiaik to me in the Orderly-room on IMonday morning.” Coloiud Gidley ad<lresse»l 
Jueiit. Kane in an angry and insulting tone of voice. Dr. IClliot was in the Bil- 
liard-room wlieii this conversation took place. Ho said, “ Well done, Colonel, 
that’s a good one” or something of that sort. Dr, Elliot spoke in a tone of appro- 
val. Colonel Gidley was from him at the time about tw(j or three yards; he was 
from me about litteeii or sixteen feet. Colonel GuUey did not take any notice of 
Dr. Elliot’s remark that I observed. Colonel Gidley did not take any direct notice 
«if Lu'ut. ].,aurie’s conduct. J/ieut. Kane went out to send for Major Watldn, Col. 
<;idluy followed him and >vanted to know what l»e had to say to him. Lieut. Kano 
replied that he had already refused to listen to him; and the time was passed; or 
rsomotliing of that sort. ISonie more conversation ensued; but it was in a low 
lone whieli 1 did not hear; and Colonel Giilley and Lieut. Kano afterwards entered 
the P>illiard-room. Major Watkiii was at that time second in eommaml. 

Cross-examined. — Lieut. Laurie was silting on his chair during the time Colo- 
n<d Gidley was in tiie room. He did not commit any act whieli would load CoL 
Gidb'y to suppose he was drunk. Colonel Gidley saw nothing to take notice of, 
Lu'ul. I.aurie was at the tiuu^ Line Adjutunf. [ Hy Court; — Col-onel Gidloy was 
the ( 'umiiaiidi’ip; (iffii cr of the liogimeiit statioiU’d at lihooj. Lieut. I/aurie was 
i)Ubp <1, as Ijinr Adjuluiit to Colom l Gidley. Jt was aftei Lieut. Laurie had taken 
out Colonel G idley that Lieut, Kune addrcosed him, 1 was lu the room till Lieut 



Lauvi*' U't't; wUou lio wont up l'» T)r. Klllot's bnlIt)cU-p;liavec*, he wallved out in an 
unsteady manner. I «3on’t any lliiii”- particular iihout Ins manner to Col. 

(li<lley. He was silting* duwii apparently cowed at the mode Lieut. Kane Inul 
taken him up. 

Cross -crammed . — I heo.ime suhscfpientlyfiware of Lieut. Laurie having* reported 
Ijieut. Kane to Colonel (lidley, hut not at the time. Laurie usually walks in 

a peevdiar manner; he has got a still* iieek. llis gait in the lUUiard-room at the 
time appeared to be exaggerated. 

Qitcstion . — When yon made use of tho word ‘cowed’ with regard to Lieut. 
Laurie, when Lieut. Kane, spoke to him, and gave this as a reason for his being 
(■|uiet, do yon not think that after lui had been accused of being drunk by Lieut. 
Kaiie, bis sitting down and waiting for his Coloiici to report the eireumstaiiee was 
a prudent and sober act ? 

yXns'.vcr . — If T bad been unjustly accused of being drunk I should have gone in 
and reported the whole occurrence without waiting for the elianec* of the (k)lonel 
tanning to the lloom ; I tlont think Licut Laurie’s act was dictated by sobriety 
and priideiico. lie was told aiitboritativel} to sit down and stay there.— [ 11^/ /ac.vv 
retires.^ 

(■ajftiiin Kanc^ deposed. — On the 13th of August last I dinod with the oflicers 
of tim Artillery, I ontc'j'od tho Hilliard-rooni of the 15th Keginient ath!dfi>ast 
eight or a ([uarter to.iiino o'clock on that evening. The lut(} Lieut, Stephenson, 
Lieut. Mellersii, Lieu^.. ILiikes, Lieut. Stiloman, and Lieut. lIoskiiH, aec«»mpanie(l 
me. Lieut. Lauri(‘, of tho l^th Kogiment, was tliero that (‘veuiiig. lie rushed 
into tlu* room : and upparenlly from his long* stri«le.s and nuiuitiiral way of walking 
1 eonsidm* he had driinlc too mueh liquor. lie appeared to ho very oxeitetl ami 
his inamu-r was very olVcn.sive. When ho entered tlui room, he said, “ what the 
devil is all this, what the donee is the moaning of all this ; mark(*r ! marker! 
whero’s tlu; marking board ?” lie did not give any token of recognithni to 
the elhoors pre.senU In fact he pointedly cut thoni. I consider he was drunk. 
1 was the soniijr olUeer in the llilliard-rooin at the time ; as siudi I thouglithi .4 
couduet was so marked a slight to the ollieers present, who did net belong to the 
iiegiment, that I did take notice of it. 1 first sai<l, “ Well, liaurio', what's the 
matter with yon, vvliat do you want?^^ lie said, he did not want anything. 1 said 
“ you had better sit down.’’ Instead of dt)ing this, he approached me in a defiant 
mauncr, and I i)iit a stei) to any further discussion or anything disagreealde 
taking place before oilicers who did not belong to the Kegiinent. .1 told him, “ I’JI 
liave none of your bahadoory.’’ 1 warned him tliat he was iu licpior, and desired 
him to sit down, which he did. Licut. Laurie’s tleportmout, when he i.s sober, is 
very (piiel. When he is under the inlluenec of lirjnor he is the reverse, in the 
instances 1 have heard argumentative and quarrelsmne ; but when chocked by a 
senior he at once becomes cowed and quiet. I saw Col Gidley in the JJilliard-rooiu 
that evening. [ saw him first standing at the door, when I was playing Billiards ; 
and IJout. liUnrie and Col Gidley shortly afterwards left the room. After remaining 
out for some time iu the verandah with Lieut. Laurie, Col. Gidley return- 
ing into the Billiard- room, 1 finished my game, and went up to Col. (lidley 
and solicited permi.ssiou to .speak to him for a moment ; Col. Gidley replie’d to 
me in a loud and angry maimer and tone, “ I wish to have iiotliing to say to you. 
Sir, quite time enough for you to talk to me on Monday morning in the Orderly- 
room.’’ After playing Billiards I vvent out into the verandah and calling a 
servant, 1 sent my salaam to Major Watkin, .saying I wanted to see him. CoL 
Gidley heard this and asked mo what 1 had to say to him. He stopped me in 
tho verandah and began talking about some previous oceurreuee, and afterwards 
asked me what 1. was going to say to him (CoL Gidley) in tho 14iUiard-ri)om. 
Col. Gidley’s manner was so harsli, and lii.s conduct altogether towards me so 
unjusliliabie, that 1 dbcliucd entering into the matter, uudiiuid that I would speak 
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to him on the subject In t]>e Orderly-room ns he had already desired me. Tn 
the billiard-room afterwards, Col, Gidleysaid in a jeerinj^ manner, loud onoiig;li 
fur those near to hear, “ Well, is Major Watkin eomiii"? Why don’t you s<*nd 
for'his head servant,^’ or words to that effect; and again, lie asked me what had 
become of him, and where he was. I replied, I suppose ho Avas in bed. Col. Gldley 
rejoined, ” Ah ! best place for him’’ ; ana afterwards I left the Billiard-room and wont 
home. Dr. Elliot was in the Billiard-room when Col. Gidley said he had nothing to 
say to mo. 1 was so stung by Col. Gidley’.s rebuff that T required great exertions 
to collect my senses at the time ; I cannot state what took ])lace in the the Billiard- 
room. Col. Gidley took no notice of I/ieut. Laurie’s conduct that evening that 1 
heard. On the following day, Sunday the 14th, I AV(*nt to Major Wutkin, and told 
him all that had occun’cd in the Billiard-room, reminded Iiimof the irregulai itles 
so continually occurring in the Kegimeiit, and said that from tlio treatment J had 
received from Col. Gidley, that 1 wislied to represent the case to him. Major 
Watkin agreed with mo, and said, he himself would attend the Orderly-room — re- 
present the case to Col. Gidley, or support me in doing so. On Monday the 1.5th 
Major Watkin and I attended at Col. Gidley *s <|uarters at about ten o’clock ; 
after some Regimental matters had been transacted, 1 intended to represent the 
case in which I appeared before Col. Gidley, but before 1 could do so ho told me 
that Lieut. Laurie had laid a complaint against mo. I then stated to Col. Gidley, 
respectfull}’, in effect, that I was the senior o/Iiccr, and that I wished to mention 
the subject regarding which I had endeavoured to speak to him on the Saturday 
previous, in the Billiard-room. Cob Gidley replied ; — “ Hold your tongue, Sir, 
and don’t dictate to me in my own Orderly-room.” lie then read out a paper 
■which, he stated, was Lieut. Laurie^s complaint against me, and in Avhicli J was 
led to understand by Col. Gidley, that Lieut. Laurie had charged me witli accusing 
him of being drunk, and threatening him with a Court-martial. I interrupted Col. 
Gidley to assure him that such was not the case. Ho desired mo to hold my tongue, 
uiidsuid to me that 1 looked more like a drunken man than Lieut. Laurie iu the 
Billiard-room, and that had T said to one in a Billiard-room what in England 
i had said to Lieut. I.aurie, I should have been knocked down, and that liad Lieut, 
Laurie been drunk, he would have knocked me down. I remonstrated with Col. 
Gidley in a respectful manner, and he, again in a very angry manner said tliat I 
was Drum-Major, Havildar-Major, President of the Band Committee, Adjutant, 
and Mess Secretary, that I had now been appointed Secretary to the Station Li- 
brary, and that by God, I wanted to be Commanding Officer and Quarter Master. 
The conversation was continued between Major Watkin and Col. Gidley, in wbieh 
1 joined, regarding the irregular conduct of the officers ; when Col. Gidley wished t<> 
imply that we never made any reports to him on the subject. T stated that 
1 had frequently done so, and also asked what good would there bo in my making 
any reports, when 1 myself had seen Col. Gidley frequently at the Mess when Dr. 
Elliot was quite drunk, and that 1 had seen him (Cob Gidley) with Dr. Elliot in 
a bullock ghnrrec, when Dr. Elliot was drunk ; that I had seen another officer at 
the Mess table drunk. Col Gidley being present ; that I had seen Col. Gidley 
turn round at the dinner table before the removal of the cloth, and the guests 
present, and strike a servant with his clenched fist in the face ; and that I had 
seen an officer come from one end of the Mess-room to the other to kick a Mess- 
servant, and no notice was taken of it. Colonel Gidley would not receive ver- 
bally my complaint regarding the Billiard-room affair, but desired me to send 
it in writing, whicJi 1 did. Colonel Gidley also told me that he would send for 
J.ieutenant Stephenson and others to ask their opinion on what had occurred ; 
when I begged to be allowed to be present; but he said , No, there is no 
necessity for that.” He then turned round to Lieutenant Laurie who had just 
returned, and asked him if he wanted to be present, he said, “Laurie 3^011 don’t 
wish to be present, do you I remarked that as Colonel Gidley had showed 
such bias against me in favor of Lieutenant Laurie, I should prefer being present. 
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but he ovor-mlcd mo. Darin" that same Onlorly-room, two or three times, I ros- 
pt'ctfally remonstrated with Colonel Gicllcy on his manner of treating me then 
and on certain other occasions ; and I begged him to give me some slight repara- 
tion for the injury whitdi he had done to my feelings. Colonel Gidley said ho 
never purposely injured any ofliccr’s feelings, that he would treat his suhordinates 
just as he liked, and would make mo no 1 ^‘paration. At the present moment, I 
can’t recollect that anything more occurred, and 1 think that this answer of mine 
embracfis all the principal facts that occurred at that Orderly-room. Before the 
arrival of Lieutenant Laurie there wore no other olhcers present at the Ordculy- 
room, besides Colonel Gidley, Major Watkiii and myself. Colonel C id Icy 
appeared to have read the whole of the paper which he said contained Lieutenant 
Laurie’s (lomplaint against mo. I did not remain in the Billiard-roorn on the 
evening of the I3th August up to the time Lieutenant J, auric left. The final result 
of the liiiliard-room allair was, that Lieutenant Laurie made an apology in writing 
to all who had hoim present. There was only one apology written for liis conduct 
in th(‘ Jjilliard-room, 

(^nm~examhte.d . — 1 never, previous to the scene in the Billiard-room, accused 
Musigii Loft either of heifig drunk or in li(pior, nor did I express sorrow for so 
accusing him ; at the Nautch I told him that he had exceeded, and recommended 
him to go homo quietly ; and this was in a friendly inaniicr, as 1 have already 
stated* 


TWELFTH 1>AY, TUESDAY, Tm MARCH, 185 L 

Captain Kane's Cross •examhiation continnrA. — Lieut. T.aurie was, in my opinion 
drunk in the Billiard-room. [The following letter was put into witness’ hand ; — } 


A. 

** Bliooj, August 18th, 1853. 


o Sir, — T am desired by tho gentlemen, who were present in the Billiard -room on 
Saturday night last, mentioned in your communication of the 16th instant, to state 
that they are satisfied witli your apology; but as regards mysidf, although con- 
sidering that tlie amende made for your conduct on Saturday hist is ample, yet I 
am unable to pass over the prernoditatedly false charge you made against me on 
Monday morning last to your Commanding Officer, wliich statement requires fur- 
ther notice. “I rcinnin, Scc. 


“(Signed) Fued. Kane, LLout and Adjt. 1 5th Regt. N. I, 
To Lieut. Laukie, Line Adjt. ” 

1 admit this letter; it is in my liandwriting. The false charge alluded to in the 
above letter was that 1 threatened him with a Court Martial and being drunk, as 
I had been informed by Colonel Gidley on the 13th August last. I bog to say 
that my meaning was that! never made use of the word “ drunk,” for I considered 
It was an objectionable and an insulting term to make use of before a gentleman 
and an officer. I received tho original letter, of which the one now produced is a 
copy; biitl have no recollection- of the Postscript, commencing with N. J5. 


“ lliursday, 18th August, 1853, 

“ Sir,— *I am in receipt of your note of this day’s date, and am glad that my 
apology was accepted. In allusion to the concluding part of your note wherein 
you charge me with making a false charge against you on Monday morning. On 
comparing my statement with yours,! find ^mu use the words “decidedly the 
worse forliquor/’ uftd 1 have Ubed the word drunk,” which ai^ nearly the same 
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III nfiiianiMi;. 1 am ruaily to you whatever satisfaction the Comma luliug OtVicci 
may deejii necessavy. 

“ (Signed) li. Lauku-:, Lino Adjutant. 

“To Lieut. Rank, A<Ijutant 15th Uogt.’* 

The terms decidedly under the inlUicnco of TKinor 1 have explain(3d in iny staie- 
moiit to Coloiud Gidloy. A man is either driinU or sober, he cannot bo both at the 
same tiiiKi. Though there arc various sta.i^es of drunkcMmcss, — the meaning of 
“ druidv is the same as being decidedly under the inlliioncc 6f liquor; 1 do 
not consider the accusation against Lieut. Jjaurio unju.stilial)le. I was under 
the irn])ression that the expression being ‘‘ drunU and tlircab'iiing Iiim willi 
a Court inartiaL’ was actually in the complaint Mr. Laurie had handed in against 
me t() (joloiiel Gidloy, as (h.)Ionel Gidloy statc<l it, was, Ooloned (Ldley read Ideut. 
Laurie’s statement or portions of it to mo long before li(3 (Ideiit. Laurie) entered 
tlie Orderl^'-rooin. 1 don’t remember G.olonel Gidloy reading it a second time. T 
tliinlv tl;o stabanent was road on the 15tli; and luy note is (hited It^tli of August. 

I may have said or written that I on this occasion considered it my duty to warn 
Lieut. Laurie to be quiet, or T should be constrained to take notice of bis conduct. 
Lroni what 1 know of faeut. Laurie, I think, (!ven in presenesi of strange eonipjiny 
in the llilliard-voom, Lieut. Laurie should not have acted in the manner he did 
even if he was sober. 

\ (Question. — Did you not join a party in the Regiment ami olsowlicre iniini< 2 i] to 
your Commanding (.)/lieor, in fact was there not a scheme in the Kegirneut, one 
party of which you headed? and this unknown to Colonel Gidley ? This was 
ili.sallowed.] 

I have already stated that I did not see Lieut. Laurie’s statement. It wns road to 
mo byGol. Gidley, and I thought it wasLient. Laurie’s statement. Previous to writ- 
ing the note, 1 considered that what Col. Gidley had road to me in the (.)rdorly-room 
on the I5th, nainelj', that T had accuse<l Li<*ut. Laurie of Ix'ing drunk and ihiaiateiied 
liiiii with a Court-martial, was actiially in Lieut. Luurio’.s statenuait ; and I assured 
C<d. (Jidh'y that such had not been the (;aso ; when Lloiit. Laurie afterwards came 
into the Orderly-room just about ten minutes before it was (dosesd, Col. (Jidley 
never pointed out my objection to liicut. Laurie; I went borne (irmly helieving 
that liieutenant Laurie liad so charged mo. On the 17th, when 1 we nt to 
Col. Gidley 1 told him that I intended to make a complaint against Lieut. 
Laurie fur that (also statement, namely, (hat I Inid accused him of being 
drunk, and had throatoned him with a Court-martial ; Col. Gidley even then did 
not puiiit out to me the mistake I was labouring under ; and, outlie following 
<lay I think, he also received a memo, from mo in wliich 1 wrote my complaint, 
without tolling luc that 1 was mistaken in writing that note (of tlie 18th) to 
Lieut. Laurie; it never occurred to me that it was necessary to cuter into 
details on the subject. 

[The suhjoined (jnestion put by rGsonor, was disallowed : — [ — Then yon 
accused Lieut. J.aiirio of a premeditated false statement before you knew 
whether it was false or not ? ] 

I dill not ace any overt acts of drunkenness by Lieutenant Laurie committed in 
the liilliard-room, ill pivsciice of Col. Gidley, I duidt recollect any .statement 
being road by Col. Gidley in Lieutenant Laurie’s presence ; I think 1 beard tbo 
statement (Lxliibit C.) reatl at Maiulavee at the Court of Enquiry, or it was 
given to me to read there — this was inOctob<M* or November, 18.5:1, ami Avhat- 
<’ver I said or did in respect of it is recorded ivith the proceedings at tlu! Court of 
Enquiry ; and I beg to say that I don’t recollect the whole of that statement — 

- some matter in it appears to me to be new. Col. Gidley had a paper in jii.s hand 
in the Orderly ^luom, uud it fclruck wc he was reading out of it jit was to the 
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‘’'Ifi'rl, tlKifc LioutMiOiii'io was in llio Ri\li;ml-rooni, nnd had aocid«‘iif-lIy rnbbod up 
iij^ainst me while I w:i.s playin.i^;. 1 turned reiind to Inui angrily and said he was 
dnnik and threatened him with a Oourt-martud, and that i had oid(;red him to sit 
down. 

Q . — Yon spoke to Lienfc. Laurie in tlin fonowinj^ terms, aceordiiif;; to your own 
statement- ‘‘ I want none of your JJahadoorinj;’ ; sit down, Sir do you not 
consider if I/ient. Laurie liad been tlriink, ho would then and then; have taken 
serious n<.>tle(; ofsueli lauL^ua<*e in S(ua(* other way than hy sittiti*^ down quietly as 
yoii (hisired liim, and repurtin*^ the matter to Colonel tlidley ! 

A. — From wh it I know of Lieut. Laurie, 1 don’t think he would have acted 
otherwise tliaii he did. 

Colonel (lidley must have been aware just as well as mysedf, that Lieut. Laurie 
was drunk, fi-oni his appearauee, alth<)uj*li Lieut. Ltiiirie had n'>t, (oiuy kiiowleile;e, 
eouimitted any overt aeis of drnnkem^ss in hi.s presence ; and iimhir all the circum- 
staiu’tis now meutiotied hy me, I do nut think it was natural ami proper that (joi. 
(iidley should pay attoiitiou to the Line Adjutant’s cliar^e in preferoiua? to miiiej 
in the first iustanee, Coloiicd (iidley must have known that! could liave had no 
ohje(;t in accusiiiL*' an oilleer of beiiii;* drunk bclore .straue;e ollieors, if sue.h had 
not lieeii tin; ease in my opinion ; and sc’coudly, when (Jolonel (iidley w'as informed 
hy h]u;:i,”u Ilammoiid, as I was afterwards iiiformod, that I hail so chari^ed him, f 
eousldoreil it was (lohnu;! (iidley’s duty eitlior at once to have called me to 
uceuuut for my eomliiet, or asked me to state what hud occurred. 

Ti[[[tTi<:r:NTrc dvy, wkdnksdvy, fim ajarcml ik:)!. 

(?n plain K(i))r\s Cro.ss-c.vitminalion amtinue.d. — Tlien; is o)\o inarkini;' hoard in 
the Uilliard room, if I recollect right; there might have been two, one above the 
otli(?r, 

Jhf the (y<iurt. — Q, In reference to the note written hy you to Lieut. Laurie 
alleging fie had in his statemenit made a premedittited false ehargi.^, what did you 
allude to — tlm charge of being drunk or of threatening him with a Court-martial. 

A , — More particularly to that part in which ho charged me with having 
threatened Jiiin, Lieut. Laurie, With a Court-martial. — [ TK/V«6’.v.s' retires.'] 

Seventh TnsUincc , — Before proceeding to adduce evidence on the Seventh 
Instance of iho L'irst Charge, the Judge Advocate addressed the Court as 
follows : — 

'‘Mj:. Pui'^.siDr.x r am> Gi:yTLE>iKX, — The only two witnesses whom T can adiluco 
in support of the 7th Instance of the 1st charge, Lieut. Comyu and I'hisign llam- 
inoud, are both unfriendly to the case for the I’rosec.utioii. The names of both, 
as the Court arc aware, are included in tlio charges among those who participated 
more or less in the acts of delinquency, for n,ot repressing which Limit. CoJoiitd 
Gidley is now urraigued b(;fore yuu. I beg to draw the attentioii of the Court to 
that portion of para. 50, page 10, of tlie Orders and Kegulations for Court- 
martials, wiiich admits of leading questions being put to a witness on tho exami- 
iKitioii in chief when he is evidently unfriendly to the party calling liiui, ami [ 
respectfully solicit the permission of the Court to avail myself of this privile‘»*e 
as reg.ards Knsign Hammond anil Lieut. Coniyii, ^ 

Tho Court granted the request of the Judge Advocate. 

12 th \YrTNKss, Enslyn Hammond^ of the I5th liegimeut I., deposed — T cannot 

speak as to whether it was on the ov l day of August IS.Yl that [ was at the house 
of Colonel Gidlej^ in tho evening. I did not hear of Lusigu Loft heiu'»- accused of * 
being drunk at Colonel Gidley ’s qinrters when he was ofU.jor of the^day. 1 was 
with Lnsign Loft one evening ut Colonel Gidley s with Bnsign Loft and Lieut. 
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Comyn. ffcwas likoly in Iho month of August 1853. Ensign Loft war, at that time in 
a sober state, llo was perfectly sober. Kiisij^n Loft asked Col. (J idley’s permission 
about twelve o’clock that eveiiinf^ for Lieut. Coinyn to take his sword, as he was 
sleepy; 1 mean by takiii.i^his sword taking* his duty ns orderly oflicer. Some duty 
might occur after twelve o’e-tock, such as fire breaking out in the Lines. There 
are no ordinary duties for the onfieor cccurring at night. Fires in the Lines and 
other extraordinary calls are not frequent. Colonel Gidley allowed Ensign Loft 
to do duty lor Lieut. Coinyn, It was rather rdd as there was no ordinary duty to 
perform for Knsigu Lolt to have asko«l the permission c)f the Commanding OtHcer 
to do duty for Lieut, (’omyn at that liocir of night ; lint a fire might take place. 
I wisli to add that Ensign Loft having come to Culoncd Qidley’s with Dr. 
jdliot ho remarked to me don't hurry yourself on my aeeouiit, I f(!el 
tired ami will lie down till you are ready. After this he asked the 
question of Colonel Cidley. I rcinaine<l at Colonel Gidley 's till about 
Olio or two o’clock in the morning ; I don’t recollect the exact time. I 
don’t know if 1 lived with Ensign Loft at the time. We were about one hundred 
yards from one another. We returned home togetlier from Colonel Gidley’s 
cpiartcrs, in Dr. Elliot'.s cart- ICnsigii Loft did not resume liis duty as Orderly 
ollieor. I don’t remember that Lieutenant Comyn, who had taken ICusigii Loft’s 
sword had been called on to perform any duty. 1 don’t remember if Lieutenant 
Comyn went to sleep im media tel}'. 1 roused him up when I w'(;ut away. As I was 
not living with Ensign Loft 1 cannot say when he usually goes to bed when ho 
is perfectly sober, as he was on the occasion deposed to by me. I lived with 
Tkisign Loft at different time.s for differemt periods, tho longest was two or three 
mouths. It was some months that we lived separate before tho evening referred 
to in my statement. During this period I met Ensign Loft at Mess almost 
every night. Tho oflicers came round at that time once every eight or nine 
days on duty. Ensign Loft usually went to bed about ten o’clock at night, 
during the time I lived with him. X don’t know at wliat hour ho used to go 
to bed during the intervals that T did not live with him. I don’t 
recollect having on any other evening than that I have deposed to, 
I'itlior aceonipanicd Ensign Loft to or met him at Colonel Gidley’s ; 
probably, I might have done so. 1 never knew him on any occasion 
previously to that depo.sed to ask of his brother ofUcors to take his watch 
oil the plea of being sleepy. 1 can't say with certainty wliother it was 
Ensign Loft who asked Colonel Gidley, on the night in question, to allow Lieut. 
Comyn to do his duty for liiui, or wliether it was Lieutenant Comyn who asked 
the permission ; my imprcs.sioii is that it was Ensign Loft. Ensign Loft and Col. 
Gidley went home with me that night in Dr. Elliot’s gharee. We went first to iny 
house, which was the first house. 1 got out of tho cart and went into the house. 
1 don’t know where Ensign Loft and Colonel Gidley went to after that. I don’t 
think they alighted at my house, but 1 cannot speak with certainty on that point. 
It was about one or two in the rnonung that wo left Colonel Gidley’s house ; Col. 
Gidley assigned no reason, in my hearing, for his leaving his house at that late 
liour. X don't know whcthoi* it Avas Colonel Gulley's custom to accompany his 
guests home, after they had partaken of his hospitality at his own house. I can t 
remember any other instance of his having done so, except tlin ono specifically 
deposed to by me. 1 am not awuro that the occurrence at Colonel Gidley’s on the 
evening referred to, afterwards formed tho subject of conversation between Lieut. 
Comyn and any other party. 

Cross-examined . — I know Ensign Loft to bo of a very drowsy nature, and liavo 
frequently at tabic seen him fall asleep, ami more particularly during meals. 

' By the Court . — I do not remember Colonel Gidloy making any observation in 
granting permission to Ensign Loft to deliver over his duties that night to Lieut. 
Comyn ; i lemcmbei* nothing more than the assent. 



31 


'Question — In one of yonr answers you said that you did notromember wlielhor 
at tlio tiinothis occurrence took place you were liviui; witli I'’u3igii buf*t, and 
afterwards in tlie answer to another question you say tluit you hud thon been 
living- two or three mouths apart ; how do you reconcile these two statements ? 

Answer , — Knsign Loft has lived with nye sometime for throe aud four days 
together ; our bungalows were close togethm-, aud for society’s sake Kiisign 
Loft has stayed with me two or three days together. 


FOIIKTKENTII DAY, I RIDAY, lOiii MARCH 

J^nsifjn Hammond re-culled and examined. 

liy the -When we left Colonel Gulley’s quarters, l<hislgii Loft had re- 

covered his drowsiness so far as to enahh? him to enter the bullock gljiiree wholly 
unassisted. I cannot say that, some other cause more within his own c ontroiil 
than drowsiness to which he is imttirally addicted, led to Ids being very sleepy 
fre(|uently. Knsign Ia)rt I tl»ink had drunk some cold brandy and water on the 
evejiing in question at Colonel Gidley’s. lie was smoking a eljeroot at the time. I 
do not know of any other instance of an ollicer r»btaining his Commamling oflieer’s 
permission to ex(diange duty simply because he was sleepy. I cannot say whether 
JCnsign Loft at that lime was on more intimate terms with me tlian .Lienteimnt 
Cornyn. The Court is to understand from my evidence that ICnsign J.oft and 1 
were always on friendly terms, I do not know on what terms t'nsign L(»rt and 
Lieutenant Coinyn generally were. Ensign Loft and 1 went from the Mess to 
Colonel GidleyV— it was about ten o’clock. Knsign Loft did )iot. that 1 remember, 
complain of drowsiness on his way to Colonel Gidley’s, I do not tliii»k that 
Knsign Loft asked mo to take his duty before it bad been transferrtnl to Lieutenant 
Comyii. Colonel Gidloy was not in the habit of encouraging young odicers to 
tilliu or dine at bis quarters. To the best of my recollection 1 never tiffed or 
dined at Colonel Gidh y’s with Ensign Loft. I have not myself nor do I know of 
any other young olHcers having been in the luibit of spending the eviming at Col. 
Gidley’s sitting lip late, smoking and drinking brandy pawnee. Colonel Gidloy 
was a regular attendtiut at the Moss. — [ Witness retires.'] 

Idnt Witness, Lieutenant Cornyn, 15th Kegiment N. I., examined. — T re- 
member one day being present at Colonel Gidley’s when Ensigns Loft and 
Ifararmmd came there in a bullock cart ; J don't remember the exact ilny. They 
came there about eleven o'ehxdv from the Mess. J-hisigns Loft and Jlam- 
mond and myself were at tlie Mess. As far as T recollect Captain Kane and 
Lieutonant liaikes were also there. I don’t remember who else was there. 
Ensigns Loft and Hammond were not in the habit of going to Colonel Gidley's 
after Mess. But 1 have often walked homo ivith Colonel Gidley from the Mess at 
nig]»L I used to remain there for some time. I was on intimate terms with Col. 
Gidley. It was merely accidental that they went there. We, returned there just to 
chat together. We iiad a little singing besides chatting ; nothiiiig more. I sang a 
solo; 1 think Col. Gidley sang too, I cannot say whether Ensign Loltcan sing or 
not ; but if I recollect ariglit lie used to join in the chorus. T cannot say positively 
that Ensign Loft can sing a song. The singing continued for an hour or so. I 
did not take any thing at Colonel Gidley’s. As far as 1 recollect Ensigns Lott and 
Hammond got some brandy and water. ICnsign Loft was sober on that occasion, 
lie might be perfectly sober. He was oflicer of the day, I never lived ivitli 
Ensign Loft. Our pr(?sent houses were in the same line ; but at that time his 
house was opposih^ loiM.qor Wutkin’s, which was next to mine. Ensign Loft waf5 
notin the habit of staying with me for three or four days. Ensign Loft said ho 
fvlt sleepy uud asked me if I would take his sword uud do duty for him, Uc asked 
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Colonel GMley so. This was ubout. miilnij^ht. Colonel Gidloy fifave (lie per- 
mission, EMsi“;ii Loft (lid not assi*;n any other reason than tluit of sleepiiuvss that 
.1 uin awnn? of. There was no other reason thiit I eon Id discover. I do not 
reinoinhor Ensip^n Loft asking Ensign Haininond at all to r(*li(.'ve Ijiru. I never wois 
intiiinite terms with cither Ensign Tlaniinond or Ensign Loft. 1 cannot acc<nint 
lor Ensign Loft askingme instead of his*friend Uarnniond to take his duty. This 
was after twelvo o’clock or a little after, '1 he ofhucr of th(3 day liad no duty to 
perform at night except in cases of fire should any occur. I don’t recollect of a 
(ire taking place at night at Ehooj while 1 Av.as there. 1 was not at any time in 
hhooj deterred from going to bed because there might be a lire within lines. 
Ensign Loft left Col. Gidley’s at about t)ir(‘o o’cloek in the morning. Ho did not 
resume Ids olVaje as orderly olficer. I believe he sent in the officer’s report next 
morning. Ensigns Loft and Hammond, myself and Colonel Gidley all went in 
J)r. Elliot’s gharee. We first of all went to Ensign llamiiiomrs rjuaitors, wdicre 
Colonel Gidley and Ensign Hammond left the gluiree. 1 then Avent in the ghareo 
with iilnsign Loft to liis (jnarters. As Taras J recollect I never got out of the 
ghaVee at linsign Hammond’s. I would have asked another officer to do duty for me 
if I felt sleepy and found any one who could take niy dut}' and wdio Avas not inclin- 
ed to go to bed himself. 1 am not aware of any order in the L5th llegiuient pro- 
hibiting ail olficer from going to .sleep in any one’s house hut Ids own. 1 dure 
say it was on prudential inotivi'S that EnsignLoftasked me to take his duty ; there 
was no actual necessi£y for it. As 1 Jiave already stated a fire might occur 
and he show ed prudence in doing so. Ensign Loft only reclined on a couch. He 
did not go to bed. 1 went to h(>d at about half past four o’clock near gnu fire, 
'liie usual hour for an olficer to bo vclievod avus nfti'r guu lire at broad (lay light. 
J'hisign IJammoiul was sober when he came to Colomd Gidley \s. ICusigus Loft and 
Hammond were sober Avhen vve allleft Colonel Gidley’s. J asked Colonel tiidley 
to come into the ghareo, which he at first declined doing, hut afterwards coinplhal. 
Colonc!! (Hdley’s house w'as about ten yards from Ensign Jlammoiid’s. Col. Gidley 
rejoined us. I returned from Ensign LolVs Iiou.se to Ensign Hammond’s in Hr, 
Elliot’s gharoe, and took Colonel Gidley Avhu Avarnl tliema* to the latter place. 
Colonel GidU^y did not assign any reason for staying at Ensign llauiiuoini's. 1 

intniriiin if Furlv imr/lo fVrki.i iriici(i-ii I «.(Vv< Iw.d.'i. 


FIFTIITEENTH HAY, SATURDAY, Htu MARCH, 1854 . 

Lieutenant Comt/n recalled and further examined. — In August 18r>3 1 was on 
friendly terms with Ehisigti Wainriglit. I had some conversation with him on the 
subject of my conduct at Colonel Gidiey’s on the evening referred to in iny former 
evidence. 1 never had more than one conversation with him. The ]t(iv^ Jilr, 
Watson was not present when this conversation took place. 1 never had any 
('(mversaiion with the llev. Mr. Watson on the same subje(iL I did not enter 
into particulars, Avord by word, ns I have already dune before the CourL I merely 
told Ensign Wainright that I had spent a very pleasant evening with Ensigns 
J.oH and Jlaimnoud at Colonel Gidley 's, and returned home late, in answ'er to 
questions ho put to me at my (quarters tlie following day, as to what 1 was doing 
ill the bullock gharec and as to what pas.scd in the house at that late hour. 

By the Colonel Gidley joined the 15th llegiment in March 1852, at 

Shikarpore, ns fur as 1 recollect. 1 cannot speak Avitli certainty as to Avhetlier 
hhisigu Loft had his nniform and sword on ut the Me-ss on the evening ; hut I 
think he went Avith them to Colonel Gidley’s. I think ho took gfi* his swovd but 
iiot his jacket, as fur as i, remember, w’hilc at Cclcucl Gidley ’s. 
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SECONIJ chaU(;k. 

FIRST iNSTAxNCl*;. 

Lient. Cotes oailoil an(i oxamiiied.-— I was present in tho nilliard room iu Ma}'* 
iSy.i when soinetliiij;; unicsiial to Or. Elliot’s person took pltiee. Wo were jost coni- 
Tuenoinp; Ihc pimo of Pool, aiul I saw Knsij^ii Loft ont and sei/,o Dr. Elliot by 
bi.s jn*ivate part.s. J.ieul. Thompson, Dr. KiJiot, Kiisigns Maniinoiid and Loft, 
(’oloncl Gidloy and myself, were present as far as I can rceolleet. lain not 
eovtain as to whetloM* th<;ro were any more oRieers present. This oeenrred after 
three o’clock in the aftorn(»on. They wm’e all standinj^ near toejelher at one end ' 
<>t tliH table. We were all [>Iayin^ aint just commencing the game. I eannot re- 
member the exact position in whicli Col. (iidley was standing with regard to Dr. 
I'illiot ; but wo, including Colonel riidley, were all together at one end of the table, 
t Hi the same day 1 board Ensign Doft aildress Dr. Elliot in an uiiusiihI manner. 
Dr. Elliot was talking about his mother, and remarked, she did so and so. 1 did not 
exactly reiiiemher what tho conversation was, as 1 was playing nillianls at the 
t ime ; but I distinctly heard Ensign l^oft say to Dr. Elliot, “ Til bet your old 
motlier has * .* ’* * lor yon.” Colonel Gidloy was present when Ensign 

Loft said this. As well as I remember ho was on tho opposite side of tho room, 
lOnsign Loft’s voicf! was loud enough for any one in tho room to have hoard it. 
Colonel (iidley did not take any iiotico of the disgusting language made use of, 
<rr the indecent act of Ensign Jjoft, that 1 am aware of. 1 mentioned to Lieut. 
Eaini these deplorable scenes. 

(y OSS •examined. — T am not certain at all, and it is iraposibli* for mefo say, whe- 
ther Col. Gidley saw Ensign l^oft’s indecent act and heard his obscene laiiguago. 
Dr. I'.lliot merely turned round and said to Ensign Loft, ‘‘ don’t, imui.’* Dr. EllioCs 
jxu'son was not exposed. Ensign Loft merely took hold of Dr. Elliot by the private 
jiiirtf'as he passed by. I can’t possibly say what ho meant by it ; but be took it 
merely as a joke. 1 don’t remember whether lie .said anything at the time. They 
^ve^e laughing all round ; but tliero \va.s no particular attention drawn to this. 
The indecent languago made ii.se of wa.s also in the afternoon ; the same olficersi 
wi re, as well as I (^an rei'olloet, present then. Dr. Elliot was decidedly a butt ; 

I hisigu Loft’s act was such as a thoughtles.s yoimg man through forgetfulness of 
[iropriety might commit. I think Dr. Elliot and Ensign Loft were intimate. They 
all seemed to bo joining in the joke, they were laughing all round. Colonel 
Gidley was standing or sitting on tho opposite side of the room when Ensign Jioft 
made use; of the expres.sioii dcpo.setl to by me. lie was standing at the end of tho 
table waiting for his turn to play, when Ensign J.oft pulled Dr. Elliot hy the private> 
parts. No liody shewed any dis:niprobation at Ensign Loft’s act. Neither the.act 
nor the expression of Ensign Loir was especially brought to the notice of Colonel 
Gidley that 1 am awar^ of. Before Cobmel Gidley joined the ir)th llegiinent I 
had seen an oiliccr drunk j but with that exception 1 don’t remember having seen 
an ofiicer behave in an unseemly manner. Ensign LofTs act being an instantaneous 
.act, might certainly liavo escaped (’olonel Gidley’s observation. — [ Witness retires.l 

Lieut. Hoskins (uillcd and examined, — I was in tho llilliard-room in 
May 1853 wlien ^something unusual occurred to the person of tho lato 
Surgeon Elliot. I went down to "the Mess that afternoon to play at 
Billiards, and found a party already assembled there. I went and occupied 
a scat next to Colonel Gidley. After I had been there a few minutes, Ensign 
Hammond walked up to Colonel Gidley, and said ‘‘ shall we walk into the Doctor’* 
— or wonis to that effect, to which Colonel Gidley, replied, “yes sell him by 
all means.” On this, Ensign Hammond went round to the other end of the table, 
ami, in company with Ensign Loft and Tdeut. Thompson, proceed to jostle Dr. 
Elliot, and to pull doNvn his trowsers. He resisted all the time and said they 



A’fve .y'l'n;- l>m. that 'n nv*-i^ 1 ...m ^ ndu* However, th?iy d’dso, tl«ey 

down his troNvcrrs. anil proreedoi] to pans iiHl<jc<'nt remarks on kirn. He 
'‘hr-ij said that they were nil “ a dnmiied set u/' rijohs,'* .Mid Hint it was ail the 
s<*rse because a (Commanding CJiTjciv of ajiotlior lit'‘!ni€mt was present As 
• 'nlonrl Gidicv tool: no notice of this, T loft the r-ioni. On*.* of the indecent 
remarks was, that he mnat have bron bettor provided vvh .ii he got his son than 
he appeared to be' then ; otliers were mainly tf the ysirnc haturo. 1 dmi^t l,tno>v 
whether Dr. Klliot’s son was tho*i, or had shortly hi f. . c be- n, in the HegimeiU. 
The scene I have described, took jilace, 1 think, between two and three o’clock 
ill the afternoon. I saw Dr. Elliot's trowser.s pulled below’ his knee.s ; it emdd 
^not have been accidental, for I saw him resi.sting it, and trying to keep (hem np. 
About two or three seconds elapsed between Colonel Gidh v’s .saying, “ Yos, sell 
liim by all means,’’ and Ensign Hammond and the ofncei ^ pulling (l<»wii Dr. Elliot’s 
trowsers. Colonel Gidley never, to m3' knoAvledge, took notice of the conduct of 
Ensign Loft and the officers. 

Cross-examined . — 1 can positively state that the Doctor's trovvscr.s Avoro pulled 
down by force, he resisting all the time ; there was nothing unusual about the size 
of the trowsors, but T c.muot say that tlm\’ w erw not .Lieut. Thompson’s. T 
was told the next day b}' Lieut, 'I'liompson that Dr. Elliot had apologized to the 
officers for the use of the word “ snob.’’ 

The Judge Advocate here enquired of the prisoner, if he required it to be proved 
to the Court that Dr. Elliot’s sen had been in the Regiment, or if he admitted Unit 
fact, Oohmel Gidley admitted the fact, adding** but it was a long time ago.” 

The case for the prosecution then closed. 


BIX’TEENTH DAY, MONDAY, 13 TU MAUCH, 

defence. 

FIRST CUMlGE.^FirA Instance. 

14X11 Witnfss, Lieut y’Aowpsen, IStli Hegimont N. 1 ., deposed.—! have been about 
ninoyears ia the service, and in the 15th Uegiment .^ijice JM:i3^ 1815. I remember a 
flinner party given by the Political Agent in Cuteh to tho I5th Regiment on its 
arrival at BIkm J in the month of Jaiiuar}' 1853. 1 was present. I am aware of 

the charges preferred at th'S Court Martial. lam not implicated in any one of 
them, I was acquainted w'ith the late Dr. Elliot of the 15th Uegiment for the 
last four or five years. The European officers ihe 2nd Grenadiers, Mioaeof the 
)5th Regiment, the offieers of the Battery, and the chaplain of the station, upoii 
the occasion referred to, Averc present. 1 did not remark any thing unusual in Dr. 
Sllbt’s manner or behaviour. 1 should say Dr. PlUiot Avas ahvays noisy in Society, 
particularly at the last p^^rtA^ 1 was seated atone .side of tho table, and Dr. 
Elliot on the opposite side, one or two seats off. i am not ;iwaro of any thing 
particular taking place at the end of the table Avhere ho Avas sea ted,' I heard Major 
Jacob make a remark to Dr. Elliot. Dr. Elliot was noisy and Major Jacob remind- 
ed him that he was now in civilized societ3’^ ; to Avhich J.)r. Elliot replied that he 
had never heard of an3' societ3' uncivilized. There Avaa a good deal of joking going 
on between the company at the end of the table Avliero Dr. Elliot Avas seated. 
Dr. Elliot monopolized the conversation, and it Avas this that called for Major 
Jacob’s remark to him. Dr. Elliot Avas not, I think, druitk on this occasion. 
From Dr. Elliot’s manner upon this occasion he might certniiily appear under the 
influence of liquor to those Avho were not acquainted with him ; ho aa'us alway.s 
noisy at a large part3% At the lime Major Jacob mttde this remt^rh to Dr. Elliot, 
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my impression was thn; he wanted him to k-. op quiot. It certainly was net in an 
angry tone of voico ; it was merely beoa.isc h:* monof nli’zod the conversation^ It 
was about Mooitaii.Lliat liio cotnpauy at Dr. Elliot's end v/ore joking; it was made n 
boast by Major Jacob tlmt bo possesseti iho modal. Major Jacob certainiy joined 
in the joking. Major Jacob made a apooeb on tho occassioii of the dinner. IIo 
talked about the setting son and the ri:,ing hlar ; he spolte of Colonel Gidlcy as 
thO rising star, find of Captain Giles, of the 2ud Grauadiers, us the ^un — alluding 
to the commanding ollicers ; it lasted a lung time and l^ieti broke down, t did 
not remark anything- alioiit Dr. billiot thut calletl fur the stM ums uCi niion of 
Colonel Gidley. I first heard of Dr. Klllofc being afMised oF being driudr wjien 
I saw the charges now Imj lore tliis (h)urt ; I mean T beard for covtain, in some 
tangible f( win. At the Omrt of Encpilry in <b!tolM?r or Nnv-irnher last, when! 
was examiiibd, I was not (pnesHoneil about his l>eing drunk at Mo jor Jacob’*. 
It was about the luunih of Augu-iL last that fi letter was received 
from the Army f»r the Division ]{oad Quarters (I don’t know which) in which 
Dr. Elliot's general intemperance was inontinned ; befori^ this thni' [ never 
heard of any body attaching that imputation to Dr. Elliot. iTpon the occasion of 
the dinner I did liot hear any indocent language from Dr. Elliot. Had he used 
nny obscene expressions, [ imist havo heard them. 

By the Court — As far as I recollect about fiftccu persons were present at the 
dinner referred to. 1 have lieen in nrrest since 31st October, for having, at the fu • 
n oral of the late Pmrgeon Elliot, tnxed Eieut. ICiino with liaving been partly tho 
cause of Or. ElliotVj death. Tin* joking at the dinner was notqui^t; it was nor.sy ; i 
would not say boUtevoiis 1 sat next to Lieut Oillamoro of the Artillery, t think 
Dr. Beatty was close to mo ; many of the ofHcera of tlie Grenadicr.s were near m^*. 
I was on intimate terms with the lato Dr. IClliot. £ think Dr. I'.liiot \va.s u sober 
man ; by which I mean that ho was nlvvuys in u tit state for doing duly. In my 
opinion he was always competent for auy regimental duty or for any surgical 
operation. There was no conversation where 1 was sitting .at tiio dlntior party, £ 
think it consistent with a liaiiitually sober man to got <;xcited in talking in society. 
Dr. Elliot talked much in the .society of .strangers ; I den’t do it myself. I .^aw the 
letter in which Dr. Elliot was accused of general iutemperanco and bccaino ac- 
quainted with its contents,— it was iu August, — but I cannot spe.-ik ns to Hi txiu"!. 
date. I cannot RponU as to the date of the letter by Colonel Cidloy in f'xplanath;,'. 
of certain circumstances brou dit to !^g^^t beforo the Court of Enquiry, I had copi.’vd 
several letters for Colonel Gidley from his draft ; I probably rpiuembcr the letter 
partly written by me and paitiy by Eii'ut. Laurio. Dr. Elliot's language was 
correct, not obscene. I did n»ji ]ie.fcr .Major Jiici)b aildrca.s Dr, JUliot a .‘jecond time 
The Rev. Mr. Watson s:U. miicli nearer to Dr. Elliot than I was, uu'hcoiisequeally 
more likely to hear vvhru Dr. li’Jliotsaid than myseif. 

By the Priso 7 ier. — The Rev. Mr. Watson was more likely to hear what Dr. Elliot 
said than Colonel Gi lley who was not Sx) near 'aim. Lieut. Biliamore was one chaiv 
nearer to Dr. Elliot tlian niy.seif : he was sitting on my right. I am not aware -F 
any conversation ensuing th‘* next day aiuvmg tlisYjifioers of the Kegimcrit upon 
Dr. Elliot’s conduct oil the previous evening. — [ lEt7«c,s.s’ 

Ensign Hammond recalled and exainim*-!. — I was nt the diiuncr parly gfvort 
by Mijor Jacob in January 183«L »ni the arrival of the liead Quarters ef the loth 
Re^-iment Hative Infantry at Ehooj. Dr. Elliot was tln;r«^ ; aeo 1 tliiuk 1 s>{. 
next to him. As far as I observed, he wa.s not nmisnally nrdsy on that occasion. 
Dr. Elliot was always nt*i.sy in Society, more especially uiien tiuee were a num* 
ber of persons present. I should sa y that prrsons not acquainted with Dr. Elliot,’., 
coni.iot ill Society might suppoio he was in liquor. J ,<lon t remember p. 
Elliot, oq the ocr-islou of the Di-inc, p n-f.y i-rfi-rred t->, u- ■ -o -mv lv^-» - 

drvogatorv a J did }>'.t "■•nvid‘'r Di . l.Ui.qdiuuk iq-.m tb'-L 
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rfccawioii. I iicavtl Major Jacob adiiross him ns noarly as i can rccollort, ni the 
followia;; coirls, — “(!oiuc, «‘omo, olJ Ibllow ! yt)u aio not in Upper Seiinle 
now, but arts come dowti into civilised society/' 1 don’t romomlKn* Major Jacob 
cjilliiif; him tu order nnn'e than once. Major Jacob sai«^ this to Dr. Dlliot in a very 
itnid manner. I saw nothing in Dr. Mlliut’s cemluct upon that occasion wlucli, 
HI my opinion, (tailed tor the iiUerfcrciice of Colonel Gidley. 

/?y i/te Jiuhje Advocate. — Q. I observe tliat you appear in Court without your 
sword, am I rijjjhtly informed that you arc under arrest for bein;^ almsivc and in 
sole nt before u Court of Euejuiry whi(di assemble! 1 in Novtunbor last, to eiiquii c 
into tlic low tone prevalent among the ollicers of the loth liegiment ? 

Answer . am not aware of the reason for which 1 am under arrest. 

//// the Court, — I,, said J think I sat next to Dr. Fdliot ; I have not much d<>ubt 
that I did ; it happetied so long ago. The Uevd. Mr. Watson, I think, sal n»j\t l<^ 
Dr. Elliot <»»i the otlior side ; wo are all liable to forgot, but 1 think 1 may safely 
/»ay tliat Mr. Watson did sit next to Dr. Elliot. 1 do not rL-memher anything 
being sai«l eitlnn- tlio next day or shortly after, among the ollicers, with whom I as- 
K!)ciat<‘!l, regarding Dr- Elliot at the party at Major Jacob’s. 1 lirst learned that 
l>r. I'Jliot had been accused of drunkenness and improper conduct at Major 
Jacob’s when I saw the (diarges against Colonel Gidley, in Uombay. rrevious 
to that I never lioard of the subject. 1 never gave the circiiiustancos at Major 
.Jacob's, as connooted witli Dr. Elliot, any notice previously to my atifcing th* 
«;harg(3s. 

lle-vxamincd. — I was put under arrest at the same time as Lieut. Coinyn on the 
line of march from Mandaveo to Uhooj by tlie acting Adjulaut, l)y order of Colom I 
Sinclair,— who was the rresideut of the Court of Empiiry, and I believe Conimaml- 
iiig the Province of (’utcli. I learnt from conversation that 1/ieut. I^aiirie 
and J''jisigu.s Eraser and Loft were put under arrest by order of Coh)m‘l Sirndair, 
T fanr;y tJiat Lieuts. Oomyii and Laurie and Ensigu.s Frasi r and Loft gave evideiici' 
in favour of Colonel Gidley at the Court of Emiuiry above referred to. 


SEVENTEENTH DAY, TUESDAY, I4TI1 MARCU, 1H5I. 

Knsiqn Ifaminond called aud examined l)y the Court. — 1 think we got up fr!)in 
tlie table t«)getber. I did not observe Dr. Elliot s maiiucr in particular. It was 
a genefal rising. 

SECO^’D INSTANCE. 

Lieutenant Couu/n, l;Hli Uegiiueut N. L, called aud examined by tbo rrisouer. 
— 1 remember a lJurbur given by the Kao of Cutcli on or about the 7th of April 
1853. 1 am aware that 1 am the subject of a charge on this Court Martial con- 
nected with the Durbar. 1 did not attend the Durbar, being in a weak state of 
liealth'ttud sufTeriiig from a severe venereal disease, whitdi I liad imfortiinalcly 
contracted in Bombay in the early part of March 1853, and for which disease in- 
stead of consulting tlm Doctor T physicked myself, ami tlie consequence was, in- 
stead of getting better, it became much worse. AVith this complaint I arrived at 
Bhoqj on the .‘lOtli of March 1853. On or about the i7th of April 1853, the ofli- 
cers of theUegiment were ordered to assemble at the Mess -house at four o’clo(ik 
of the same afternoon for the purpo.se of proceeding to the Durbar to pay their 
respects to the Kao of Catch. On that day 1 was very sick, still suffering 
most painfully from the same disease, and concealed it from the Doctor, 
as I did not wish to bo put iuto skk quarters for it ; on that day 1 i^at 
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down to d liflin at AFcss with tlu: late Surgeon Klliot and 

Loti, and us far as I recollect I may have taken a glass of beer ; iiflor 
tillin I reelined on a couch to take a nap. About half past tliroo o'clock 
Lieutenant 'rhuiupson, in uniform, came and woke me up ; 1 got up and 
saw my hamaiil with my shell jatdcet and sword, which I shortly afterwards 
put ou and walked from tlie 'Mess-house to the l{e«idency, the distance ot 
a mile, along a very dusty road, and in the heat of tlie sun which W 4 S very 
great. I arrived late near the liesidency, my ghorawalla about this time came 
there with my tattoo, wliich I mounted ; but I waa prevented from riding pro~ 
perly, being in great pain. 1 joined the pi'ocession, and as wc were on onr way, tlrst 
of ail Doctor Klli(ilcamc up to me and said, “ you are not looking well, you had 
better go iioine.’* Subsequent to this Ensign Loft came up to me and said, “ yon 
arc not appearing well, you liad better go home also Ensign (’oles, hut 
whether the latter alleged any reason for so doing i do not remember, (^n my 
arrival at my quarters J wrote a note to Doctor Elliot to come and sco me utter 
Durbar, as I did hot feel well ; I also wrote a note to Col. (iidley flsking him to 
look in at my house the .same evening, and in that note I believe I wished him a 
last farewell the disease I waa sutleriug from became so bad that I was utter- 
ly reganlless of what became of myself, and it preyed ou my mind very much, 
(vul. (iidley and Doctor Klliot both came to my quarters that evening ; I told 
Doctor Elliot what f was suirering from. Ife a.ske»l mo how long 1 Iiad had the 
disease ; I told him upwards of a month. Do said, you ought to have been iu 
sick (piarters long ago;” and that ho would send mo a sick report next morn- 
ing ; it was approcUing Moss time. (jol. (iidley and Doctor Elliot wont to the 
Mess, and I, by invitation, went to take tea with Ensign Wainiiglit, win*, instead 
of giving me tea, gave me beer. I nuist here state that previous to Cnl. (iidley 
and Doctor Elliot coming to my quarters. Ensigns Loft and Waiiiwright had 
beeu there. I spent the evening at Ensign Waiiiriglil's house. After 
Mess, as far as I recollect, about ten o’clock the same evening, (ol. Gidley 
and Doctor Elliot called for me at Ensign Wainright's house in Doctor 
Elliot’s bullock gharee, and 1 went iu llio Doctor’s gharec to liis house 
lie asked me to come tliere as 1 was by myself, and it w ouhl bo very lonely. 
The following moruiug an exercise parade was ordere«l ; before the C(imnian(ling 
officer could have come ou parade, I wrote a note to Ijieutcnant Ivane.the Ad 
jutant of the Uegiment, cjclmsing myself from parade on the pl«fi of si(’knes.s„ 
and t asked the Doctor to semd in a certificate there and then. Jle, the D.>ctor^ 
said that lie would do so at the Orderly-room liour that moruing. 'riie sick cer 
tificate was sent in. About the 12th of the Baiuc mouth 1 left lihooj for iSlau • 
davie on sick certificate. 

[The certificate was here produced and recorded. ] 

Another certificate, dated the I2tli September 18.03, ha.s been obtained by mo 
ill reference to the Durbar affair. T’he following is a copy of it ' 

(E) 

“Tilis i.s to certify that on or about the 7th day of April 183.], when the otlL 
cers of the Uegimeut were proceeding to visit Ilia Ilighnca.s thu Kao of Kutoh in 
Dm*bar, Lieutenant Comyn, lath UeginienL N. L, \va.s labouring under a disease 
which precluded him from riding, but for which he <lid not wish to be put .in 
sick quarters, walked down iu the heat of the ufteruoou sun to the liesidcmy , 



38 


and onhi“. arrival there appeared to me so ooinplef.tily oxluiusted, that T deemed 
It neces.sarv to ad vine him to go home, lest tlic effects of tlie sun and exposure 
to it and ilio exertion of walking might bo seriously dotriiueutui to his health, 

(Signed) H. K. Ei-liot, 

Surgeon^ \btfi'R‘'giin€nt IV, Surgeou^ Bhooj\ 

Gamp Bhooj, 12th Sept, 185:h 

(True Copy) (Signed) II. Boyk, 

IX‘py. Judge Adv. Genl. P. D. 

SuhscqncMit to tho loth of August lai^t Captain; Kane, tlien t lie Adjutant of 
I'ne Kegimenfc, I understood, had sent in a letter wishing to be iillowed to resign 
the Adjutancy of tlie Itogimont, and talked of eerlaiii oeeurrenee?. Some two or 
tlireo morning!; in Septeniher before obtainiiig the second sick certificate, 
I’M] T)r. Elliot was at my bungalow by himself ; 1 said to the Doctor, 

“you perceive Kauc lias sent in a letter, wishing to resign the Adjiitancy, men- 
tioning certain occurrences ; 1 saiil, supposing my non-attendance at tlie Dur- 
bar was broiigiit forward by him or any of his friends wlnib would >'ou, if askctl, 
speak as to my staying away that day.” IDs reply was, “ 1 considered you woic 
unwell and 1 advised you going home." I then said, “ if yon are ooiiseientions 
ly of this opinion, wouhl you ohiect to give me a medical certificate to that 
effeet." lie said, “certainly not.’* I added, “itanuy he of use to me " A few 
days afterwards, the oortilicate (E.) was sent to mo hy him. I am not certain 
whether tlie certificates now produced were written by Dr. Elliot before lie wa.s 
aware that he, Dr. Elliot, was made the subject of any charges of drunkenness 
on tills Court Martial, I was not drunk on llic occasion of the Durbar beyoiui 
what I have already stated that I may liave taken a glass of beer-; I do not re- 
uieraber to have taken anything die. 1 had not intended to ap])ly for the Ad- 
jutancy of the 15tli U-giiuoiit, becauic I considered the state ofiuy liealth would 
not stand the work. 

Bg tho. Coivt . — Prefions to tho Durbar I don’t remember when 1 became officer 
of tho day. From Mandavie 1 came to Bhooj by way of Gogo and Uajeote. The 
whole way from Oogo to R ijooto and tlience to Bhooj T travelled in a cart. 
To the best of my recollection 1 had not been on horse back on my way to 
Bliooj. I think tlio distance from the Uesideiicy to my house is a few yards 
more than a mile. As far as T recollect the olilcera were coming out of the 
compound, and Dr, Elliot met me in front of the compound. They nvet me at 
a distance of forty or fifty yards from tho gate of the compound. Tho 
officers wont to tlie Durbar on lior.se back. T tliink Dr. Elliot was on horse- 
back. I am not aware tliat Major Jacob was a married man then. I do 
not know if any ladies were staying with him, I do not remember if 
Major Watkiu came up to me on that occasion. Neitlier Ensign Loft nor Eii' 
sign Cole told me that they were de.sired by Major AVatkin to tell me to go 
home on tlie occasion. 0*1 tlie 8th of April I was personally inspected by tlie 
Doctor. He gave me a certificate as xvell as a case. I never tliouglit of the 
subject.of the certificate after it wa.s given mc. I never received a proposal to 
sell out of my Regiment, although I heard of it after tlie Durbar from Ensign 
Wainrigiit by a private nolo. I don’t remember rdeutonaut Thompson coming 
^>0 rny quarters after the Durbar witii a pair of liaiulciiff^. I don’t rcinembci* 
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1 ronjorn^er conMiJrt'j;.:^ the, iiev. Hr. Watson about takinf^ the Temperaur^^ 
plfc'.l;?c ; I toM l)im that I wi^hcul to take it for the hmefit «)f my health. 1 hn^? 
it in cotemplation tn ilo no hmg ])c*fuic. I felt myself better without liquor of any 
hind, aii I v.’as naturally very bilious ; aii^l in fact, I v"as told hy Dr. Eliott tluvtl 
alwa5'B looked better when I abstained from all li(iuors. I was bilious without 
taking anytliing. I signed a pjipor agreeing to abstain from all inlo.xicating 
liquor. I gave tbe paper to the Rev, Mr, Watson. I don’t know if he belongs 
to the Teniperaiice Society. 

EIGHTEENTH DAY, WEDNESDAY, ISra MAKUH Irtit- 

Lieutenant Comyn fiirtlior extin^ined by tlio Prosecutor. — Dr. Klliot waf» alone 
when he accosted me near the lCo»uUnu‘y. I don't remember how far ho wua 
in advance of the tHlier olVifera. I wrote the letter to the Doctor about 
linlf an hour after I rt.duriicd home. When he came to niy quarters, I firstin- 
formed him that I was labouring under vbuere.al disease. The verbal statement 
before this Con I't that 1 inlbrnicd Ensign Waiiiwright that I w'oubl rather stand 
a Court Martial than give evidence for Col. (jidlcy is incorrect, ami I have no re- 
collection of any thing fm tlier than what I deposed at this Court. 1 deny having 
been drunk and ihereforti no rcbuUo could have occurred. 1 walked to the Durbar 
and rode back, and did not fall. T do not remember being reported by any one a» 
drunk on the night of tlie Durbar. — [ retires’] 

15th Witness, Lieut. Laurie^ of the 1.5th Rogt. N. 1., staled. — I was at tho Dur- 
bar given by the It no of Cutch in April 1853. 1 saw Lieut. Comyn outside the 
Residency Gate. Ho was in a sober state when I s^iw him. I was aware of his 
suffering from venereal di.seuHo on that day and several days previously. T did 
not see him afterwards on that day. 1 observed that ho was knocked up and look- 
ed ill. A person, not taking the trouble to ascertain whether a man was “drunk’’ 
or “ ill,” might, from Lieutendnt Coinyu's manner, have supposed the former 
•certainly. I have been in arrest for four months - being 'charged with being in 
coHusion with Col. Gidley ; 1 was ordered to be put in en est by Col. Sinclair, of the 
.Artillery, then commanding in Cutch, Col. Sinclair was President of the Court of 
Enquiry at that time. Every officer in the liogiraent, who g.ive evidence in favor 
of Col. Gidley at the Court of Enquiry is under arrest. I am not aware of the exis- 
tence of any collusion, — meuning a conspiracy to give hilso evidence. There 
are two parties in the 1.5tli Regiment; their differences commenced about the 
middle of August 1853 ; they are not on speaking terms with each othex*. 1 was 
Line Adjutant at Bhooj when I was placed in arrest* 

By the ProsecMto/-.— I don’t recollect if Ensign Wainrigbt rode with me on my 
way to the Durbar. I don’t remember any officer saying “ Look in what a dread- 
ful state Lieutenant Comyn is.’’ I declined to answer the quest ion, “ who your 
associates were,” at tho Court of Enquiry. ' I do not recollect declining tp an- 
swer the question “ did you see any officer of the Regiment, after their arrival in 
Cutch, under the influence of liquor," put to me at the Court of Enquiry. I might 
have declined to answer the question ‘‘did you see Lieutenant Comyn ordered by 
Major Wutkia to go home." f remember the said Court of Enquiry being closed, 
and when declared open, I was cautioned that my repeated refusals to answer 
questions might defeat the object of the Inquiry, and bo afterwards prejudicial 
to myself. I answered every question that I was aware of upon points I knew were 
to be investigated, having seen the letter from the divisional authorities. The 
married men and Captain Kane were on one side, - and the bachelors on the other 
Mfijor Wfttkin, Ensigns Cole, Wainright, and ^tilemah are the married officers 
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■f , ‘l'’rn‘.^r nrui Coinyn, Harmnoiiil nii«l Loll, (ticii;}. Kilioi 

'jixl inv.‘< n H '‘ Ijru’hclors. I tji.l not hoar ol'anjut tho inavrh‘tl <»tticorr. except 
Kant' iK-ini; accused of a»‘.ts of druukciiess or indecency. 

Hn tl'.y /Vinoncr, — TiieuI, (loinyti luivor snftV'ved from frrnn;nH ; I should 

Known it. IVoiti the >veeUly return ol tlie hospitals whiiili would have hecni sent, 
■0 my ollicc. 1 am not aware of any act of indecency having been committed 
aiiiMiig the baclielors. 

lit/ the Court — 1 do not range Coh (iidley in eitiun- party into which the othcers 
of tin* Uegt. are divided. Thocause of the <livision that (.'aptiiin Kane acanised me 
ordriniKenncss in the Itilliard-room in Augustlast, which I denied, and the bachelors 
who were dining at Mess that nighlM'amc forward to .say that i was .sober; w<‘, 
that is 1 and tho bachelors, cut (J.iptain Ktine; ho and the married oPhan's (»n ono 
■^ ide, and we on tho other. I can't account f'or all the married o(!i<*ers joining 
< Viptain K:«iu‘. 1 do not ktioiv on wdiat grounds T was charged with collnsiun with 

t ’ol. (lidley. 1 was on very good terms with CHi)tain Kano up to t)>e rniddlo of 
August last. I do not Know by what motives he was actiinted to acc uso moot' 
being drunk. 1 <lo not know if Col. Gidl<‘y was aware of the married otticer.s 
joining witli Captsin Kano. A few days after the Billiard-room ail’air, Captain 
Kane aeensed CoJ. Gitlley of insulting liim with ill-tn‘atment, ami charged the 
olheers with drunkenness ; there was an end to all frieudsliip. Col. Gidley refer- 
red the whole allUir to division liead Quarters. 

Rtj the /Vmnicr.- “The married men asod to go to Mess.— | Witness retires, \ 

IGrii WiTXKs.s. /vw.vnp; Ao/f, of the 15th Kcgt. examined by the Prisoner. — 1 
•was at the Durbar of the Kab of Cutch in April 1853. 1 saw Lieut. Ooinyn on the 
road to the. Durbar. 1 spoke to him on that occasion, and L consideied him sober. 
I saw him afterwards in his own bungalow jn company with Ensign AVainright ; 
ufterwards t’ol. Gidley and Dr, Klliot came in there. I hclipvo Colonel Gidley 
ve«*eived a note which brought him there- Lieut. Comyt» wont to lake tea with 
Ensign Waimight and 1 walked to tho Me.ss with Col. Gidley. Lieut. (Jomyn was 
in a perfoi^tly solnn* state at that time. I believe Knsigu Wiiinright invited Li(nit. 
tJoinyn. I was directed by Major Watkin, with whom I was ritling to the Durbar 
to tell liieut- Comyn to go home, as he was not looking well. 1 did so and Lieut. 
Comyn immediately went home. 1 am awaro of the fact of his suftering from a 
painful diseji.se at this time ; 1 believe his mind was affected. Major Watkin only told 
me that Lieut. Comyn looked unwell when he directed me to tell him to go home ; 
he did not tell me that Lieut. Comyn was drunk. 

the Proseculor — I lunched with Lieut. Comyn at tho Moss shortly before going 
to Ujo Durbar, lie complained of sickness and laidil«)Wii on the couch and went to 
sloop. I went homo and dr»!S.sod for the Durbar. I am not aware if Lieut. Comyn 
brtmglit his state to thenotico of the Doctor. I cannot say whether his weak con- 
dition ctnild have escaped the notice of the Doctor. I am not prepared to give 
my opinion as to his mental condition being such as to render him irresponsible 
for his actions ; it is more a (j[ucstiou for a medical man than for me.— [ Witness 
retires^ 

Tjitutenfint TJwmpsoiiy of the l.’ilh Regt., examined by tho Prisoner. — T brought 
oil oile occasion' haTuhmffs to Lieut. Comyn’s quarters ; it was a joke. It was in the 
nfOiith of September 1853,— long after tho Durbar. I saw Lieut. Comyn about four 
o’dloek in tlie afternoon at tho Mess-room. I went with the rest of the officers ; 
he was asleep on the couch ; I woke him up ; he was sober at tho time, 

' Rtf the Vroseeiiior—'^o proposal was made to Lieut. Comyn to ft<dl out of the Regt. 
after the Durbar. To this I speak with certainty. No scheme was luj.poscd by 
the juuior officcTs at Bhooj to buy out Lieut' Qomyn. 
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By the Court. — T did not see I/ieut. Comyii at the Residency on the day of the 
TJurbar. — f \Yitne:is retires.^ 


NINETEENTH DAY, FUIDAY, 17TH MARCH, ISM. 

- • 

Ensiyii Loft called and examined 1 ) 3 '^ tlie IVisoner. — I was present at a ])arly 
given by Major Jacob in April 1853, at which ladies wore present. I did not 
stay out the dinner on that occasion. 1 went to sleep at the part}'^ and wnis sent 
home. I received a communication from Lieut. Kane, Adjutant, between sevem 
and eight o^clock tlie following morning, Lieut. Tliompson was present when 1 
received ihe note. I don’t know really wliat became of that note; it had been de- 
stroyed Avilh other notes. I was ordered in that note to appear at eleven o’clock iit 
Ool. Gidley’s quarters Lieut. Kano elided the note by a remark that I had better 
call on him first as he Avoiild give me a wrinkle. I was ordered in that note to 
Col. Gildley’s quarters on duty. Notice was taken of my conduct by Col. Gidley. 
1 Avent to Col. Gidley’s liouso. I was reprimandetl by liim. I assured him that my 
drowsiness was not the effect of liquor;' he spoke to me very seriously, jilthoiigh 
very kindly, and Avarned me to be more circumspect in my behaviour in future. 
Col. Gidley ordered me to write an apology to Major Jacob ; I did so, and my 
apology was accepted ; Major Jacob called on me at 1 0 o’clock, in the forenoon, 
and I expressed to him my regret for having gone to sleep at tlie dinner party; 
and Major Jacob appeared perfectly satisfied at my apology. I cannot account 
for my going to sleep at the dinner party where ladies were present — the samo 
occurence lias taken place several times before.. I again dined at Major .Jacob’s 
shortly after this when ladies Avere present. I did not comply AvitU that part of 
Lieut. Kane’s letter that asked me to call on him as hoi Avoiild give me a v^u'inklc* 
because Lieut. Tiiompsou advised me to go straight to Col. Gidley. 

Cross-examined . — I was examined at the Court of Enquiry of Avhich Col. Sinclair 
Avas President on the same points us iny evidence before this court ; I don’t recollect 
the exact date, but I think it Avas in October last. I imderAvent a most severe 
examination on that occasion ; it lasted fixe hours ; and I really cannot recollect 
Avhat my answers may have been then. I cannot recollect my answer to the 
question ** By whom Avere you ordered to attend at Col. Gidley’s” put me at the 
Court of Iiiquir 3 \ When Col, Gidley reprimanded me, Dr. Elliot came in. I 
believe the second-in-command or the Aljutaut w ere not present. I cannot re- 
collect the exact Avords of the reprimand. The reprimand was, I positively 
state, for falling asleep and not for being under the influence of 
liquor. Col. Gidley reprimanded mo in a kindly AAuiy ; I had ulread}' 
stated wdiat the reprimand was ; his manner Avas kind. 1 don’t re«* 
collect Major Jacob remarking to me that if 1 persevered in such con- 
duct it would prove my ruin. I will certainly not state this posit ivclj". I never 
had a visit from Major Jacob before. The only reason lean assign for Major 
Jacob’s taking an opportunity of calling on me is that ho was making culls in 
the camp, in return for my call on him the previous day. Ho did not call ex^ 
pressly forgiving mo the AA^aruing before referred to. I know 1 dined only 
once with Major Jacob after the apology. I have heard it mentioned that 
in consequence of my being removed from the table and Dr. Eliot’s bebaviou;: 
on a former occasion, the Rev. Mr. Watson had declined invitations to dinner 
at Major Jacob’s to prevent his wife l)eing a witness to sneh scenes. X was 



on ^ 00(1 terms with Lieulenant Kane in April 18^3 ; I used to breakfast with 
biui. 1 lived with him on my arrival at llhooj in Marcli. I took Lieutenant 
Thompson’s advice, as lie had knomi Lieutenant Kane longer than I did. I 
w ill positively state to this Court that my fulling asleep was from drowsiness 
and in no respect from drunkenness. 

ilc-cx'ivninttd, — About the reprimand I don’t recollect anything more than 
wliat I have already slated. I considered the reprimand much more severe 
from the kind manner in which the Colonel spoke to me than if he had done so 
harshly. 

[The question “Was not the Rev. ]\rr. Watson peculiarly strict, — so strict 
that he refused to bury a corpse because carried to the grave by sepoys Avns 
rejected.] 

Cross-examined. — I believe Colonel Gidley at first was under tbe impression that 
I was tho worse for liquor; but when at the Orderly room or a little alter eleven 
o’clock, I gave him iiij' word of honor that I had not exceeded the previous 
day, Colonel Gidley spoke to me in the manner I mentioned before. 1 did not 
observe anything harrli in Colonel Gulley's conduct on tho occasion. He was 
actuated by kind motives. I fully expected to be reprimanded. Colonel Gidley 
insisted, ultlioughl had satisfied him, that 1 should make an apology for going 
to sleep. 

By the Court.^1 firmly believe that Colonel Gidley implicitly bclioved’to what 
I told him. Colonel Gidley was present at tho party ; I suppose Colonel Gid- 
ley did form his own opiuiou as to iny conduct there. 1 have know n Lieutenant 
Thompson ever since I have^ been in the Iloghnent, — more tlian four years. 
When Major Jacob called on me at my house and I apologized to liim, ho re- 
gretted that 1 had fallen asleep at the party where ladies were present. 1 re- 
ally cannot say wliat Lieutenant Thompson’s object was wdien he told mo to 
go straiglit to Colonel Gidley. I believe all tho olliccrs knew of my having ro- 
ccived llio reprimand. 

TWENTIETH DAY, SATURDAY, ISxn MARCH, 1854. 

Fourth Instaxcr. 

Lieutenant Thompson called and examined by the Prisoner. — I was present at 
the Nautcli given by the bachelors of the 15th Rcgt. in April 1853; it was given by 
the bachelors who were present at parade that moniiug. » Dr. Elliot and 
Ensigns Loft and Hammond were present ; they were all sober. I consider all 
persons in company to be sober ; but when a person conducts himself in such a w^ay 
as to draw particular attention, it is then a matter of opinion wliether liis conduct 
is the effect of drunkenness or not; the inference is that if ho docs not draw at- 
tention, ho is sober. Colonel Gidley called my attention to Knsigiis Loft and 
Hammond by telling me tlhit Lieut. Kane had reported them ilruuk, and asked 
mo if I considered them to bo so ; I said they were not. Colonel Gidley did not call 
my attention to Dr. Elliot. 1 never heard of Dr. Elliot being accused of being drunk 
on that occasion. I was not asked about the subject of the last answer at the 
Court of Enquiry ; his name was not meutionecl. I stayed at the Nautch about au 
hour; and afterwards went to supper at the Mess. Colonel Gidley, Dr. Elliot, 
Ensigns Fraser, Loft and Hammond accompanied me to the Mess ; we broke up 
at about half past eleveu o’clock, Dr, Elliot aud Eusigua Loft uud Uammoud 
wore all sober then. 



By ihc Prosecutor. — I dkl not hoar Colonel Gidlej^ speak to Lieut. Kane about 
Eiisijjiis Loft and Ilainmoiid. — [ Witness r€lires,~\ 

The prisoner hero put in an application to be allowed to put leading questions 
to Lieutenant Fraser, tlio next witness, with regard to the 4tli instaiicOi he being 
unfriendly to the prisoner. The Court closed to deliberate on this application, 
and when declared open, it was granted. • 

IGrn WiTNiiSS, Lieutenant Fraser ^ of the loth Rogt., called and examiinnl by the 
Prisoner. — I was present at a Nautch given by the oliicers on the occasion of the 
presentation of Colors in April, 1853. 1 saw Ensigns Loft and 1 lammond ; tliey were 

both worse for liquor; tluiy were intoxicated- I was exauiiiicd at the Court of En- 
quiry on this point; 1 think I said they had a glass too much ; I certainly didnot say 
they were intoxicated; I don’t remember what I exactly said then. 

[The prisoner liorc proposed to put in the witness’ liand an attested copy of the 
proceedings at the Court of Enquiry to refresli his memory, Tho Court closed to 
deliberate, and on being declared open, declined to entertain the proposal.] 

I am now under arrest being accused of being in collusion with Colonel 
Cidley, by order of Colonel Sinclair, President <d* tho Court of Enquiry, At the 
Court of Enquiry the President was notsatislied with the whole of iny evidence, and 
I was consequently placed in arrest; it was not for one particular answer but for 
tho whole of my evidence. T was given to understand that the President w'as not 
satisliod with it. 1 do not remember whether 1 stated then that Ensigns Loft am! 
llamnioud were sober, 1 saw Ehisigns Loft and Hammond at su])pcr sit tJm Pdeas 
on tlic night of the Nautch. Tiiey wore worse for Ii(juor tlien as belure. 1 was 
on friendly tonus with Colonel Gidl«‘y w-hon J»o left IMamlavio under arrest; 1 don’t 
speak to liim now, I have not seen Colonel Gidloy siiufo Jio left Mandavie, bo- 
causo my evidence at this Court Martial could not be in lus favour, : oI thought it 
best not to speak to him at all. 1 have no ill feeling against him, 

[’I’ho question “I a.sk you now positively to state whether you have had any 
conversation AVith any one sinc(* Colonel Gidiey has been under arre.st as to Uie 
evidence to bo given by you at this Court Martial ?” was considered in oloscil 
Court, w'hich, after deliberation, was allowed to be on tho record, but not to be 
put to the witness.] 

I don’t think the letter ])urportiiig “ to be a certificate of the sobriety and gen- 
tlcniauly conduct of tlie ctHccrs’’ was signed by any body; it was an answer I gave 
to a question put by Colonel Gidiey to all the oflicers who wero at the Mess, as 
to wdiether they had seen any case of drunkenness at Mess or Milliard -room ; I 
don’t think any other place was mentioned in the letter. Aly answer was in the 
nt;gitive. Wlicn I say Ensigns lluinuiond and Loft had a glass too mucli, I 
mean they were intoxicated with liquor. 

Question Upon the 8tli of September 1853 you answered in tho negative when 

asked about your biother'Officers being drunk in the Mess-room ; you now say 
that Ensigns Loft and Ilauimond were intoxicated in the Mess-room in April of 
the same year, how do you reconcile this ? 

Answer. — I answered in the negative to save my brother officers of tho Regt, as 
I know the letter was going to the Commander-in-chief. [The Question “ Then if 
at any time you said they were sober you said that whicli was not true ?’ ’ was re - 
jected.] Lieutenant Rane came and whispered at tho Nautch to Colonel 
Gidiey that Ensigns Loft and iianimoud wero tho worse for liquor, or words to 
that effect. 

Cross-examined. — I don’t lecolloct whenLieiit. Kane was relieved from tlio Adju- 
tancy. I succeeded him in the appointment. Col.Gidloy rccommonded me. I was actu- 
ated by the same feelings when I gave my evidence at Ihc Court of Enquiry as when 
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T answered »u nogaiive at the Mcss-rof)in to save ray brother officers and the rra- 
dittd tho liegiraeT\t. F«n' this I was put in arrest. I am now an my oath and I must 
speak tile tnith- I did not see Knsigns Loft and Hammond take any liquor at the 
Nauteh. I wont therewith laeiit. Hoskins of the Artillery. I think Colonel Gidley 
there. 1 don't reraeniher seeing Colonel Clidley enter the tent. Ensigns Loft and 
Maminoml were both in liquor at the Nautch. 1 saw Doctor.Elliot there ; ho was 
ou my left hand side ; he was the worse for liquor- When a man is worse for 
liquor he must be dniuk. When a man is not answerable for his actions 1 should 
say he is drunk. I have known Dr. Elliot for two or tlircc years. He was not 
habitually a si)bcr man ; he was a hard drinker. His language was obscene on 
oeeasious. I am aware of the charges submitted to this Court against Colonel 
<iidloy. I was examined at the Court of Enquiry on the case of drunkenness at 
the Mauteh and also on other cases. 

By the Court . — I formed my opinion of Ensigns Loft and Hammond being the 
worse for licpior at the Nautch. They were certainly incapable of performing any 
duty at that time. It was from their general bcliaviour that I considered them 
drunk. It was altogether a spontaneous act when I answered in the negative 
to .save my brother ollict rs at tlie Mess. Colonel Gidley, Lieuts. Stiloman, Comyn, 
Laurie. Thompson, my.self, Ensigns Hammond and Loft, wore present at the Mess. 
Dr. Elliot was there. Lieut. Stileman was the only officer who dissented from 
the rest of the officers, lie is a married man. 


TWENTy-rillST DAY, MONDAY, 20 th MARCH, 195L 

iiew<€nant called and examined by the Prisoner.— The following que.s- 

tion by the prisoner was not allowed to be put to the witness, but the Court per- 
mitted it to he recorded nt the request of the prisoner on the proceeilin‘>-s.— ■ 
“You have been asked ns to whether you have communed with your conscience 
on this matter ? Has the Kev. Mr. Watson given you any advice?” 

By the Court.— 1 don’t recollect how Dr.ElIiot, and Ensigns Loft and TI;»ra!nomI 
went from the Nautch to the Moss ; but I think I went in a ghurce. I believe the 
reaison why all the officers were not pro.sent at the M(?ss when the question aliude<l 
to before was put by Colonel Gidley, is tliat some were at :\Iumlavie on sick certi- 
ficate; Major Watkin was there on leave, and Lieut, Kane was on duty! I heard 
Lieut. K ne say that to Colonel Gidley. It struck mo at the Nautch that tl>e 
tliree parties, namely, Dr. Elliot, and Ensigns Hammond and Loft, were in liquor 
before Lieiit.Kane reported to Colonel Gidley that they were the worse for liquor. 
— [ retires. ] ^ 

Ensign Loft called and examined by the Prisoner —I was present at tho 
Nautch given by the officers on the Presentation of Colors to the ISth Kegiment. 
I went there with Colonel Gidley and Ensign Hammond. After I had been a 
short time in the tent, I had occasion to go onkside. Lieut. Kane followed me* 
he accused me of being intoxicated, and ordered me to go homo; shortly after that 
Ensign Hammond carno out of tho tent, and I told him that I had been accused of 
being intoxicated by Lieut. Kane. Ensign Hammond returned to the tout and 
I believe told Coloncd Gidley; he joined me afterwards, and be walked up knd 
down with Colonel Gidley. When we left the Nautch I informed Colonel Gidley 
of what had taken place. The next day Colonel Gidley told me that he had 
spoken to Lieut. Kane at tho Orrlerly-room, and that Lieut. Kano expressed 
hi msolf sorry for being mistaken. Lieut. Kane also assured me on the same day 
o n his word and honor that he had never reported me to Colonel Gidley for liaviuf*- 
been intoxicated. I mot Lieut. Kane when I was riding with Ensign Hammond 
the same eyening, and Lieut Kane again said that he had reported neither of us 



as bein" intoxicated. Hammond ccrtninly was not drunk at the Nautcli. 

Lieutenant Fraser (then Ensign) informed me at the Xautch that I had been 
reported as drunk. I was between twenty minutes and half an hour at Colonel 
Oidley’s quarters before I went to the Nautch. Colonel Clidley was dressin^^ then ; 
and I waited for him with Ensii^n Hammond. T had had nothin^ to drink nt 
Colonel Oidley's. I don’t recollect havinif had any thin" to drink at the Nautch. 
I am not aware of there bavin" been any liquor at the Nautch. I Avalked afterwards 
to the Mess in company with Ensi;;ns Fraser and Jlammonrl, and Lic'ut. Thompson; 
I do not recollect whether any one else walked to the Mess. 1 believe Dr. liUiot 
was sober nt the Nautch; 1 did not pay any particular attention to him. 

Vy the Prosecutor, — T do not recollect the date of the Nautch; itwasontho 
occasion of the Presentation of new Colors to the Reji^iment. I believe I said at 
the Court ofF^nquiry it was on the 24th of May (Queen’s birthda}^); hut afterwards 
1 recollected tliat I liad made a mistake. I may have said at the Court of’Trnquiry 
that I did not recollect who wore present at the Orderly*room nor liow F-n" it was 
after the Nautch took place. T was not r.t the Orderly-room. I believe 1 said at tho 
same (’curt that I was perfectly satisfied with whatever decision my Command* 
iti" Officer might have come to. I can’t say whether my answer to a. question at 
the same Court was tliatT could not recollect whether the Commanding Olliecr’s 
decision was made knowm to mo. I can’t state tliis positively, after so long a tim'*. 
I was on friendly terms with Lieut. Kane and had lived once with him as his friicst; 
this intimney ceased on tlio day of tho Nantch. I can’t account for Lieut. Kano’s 
motives for having reported me to Col. (lidley. Lieut. Kane was not ordered to 
make any apology that I am aware of ; nor did I receive any. 

Question. — You have stated to-duy that you drank nothing at the Nautch, and 
that you wore not aware whether there was any liquor ; now, if you luui been in- 
toxicated on that occasion the liquor must have been drunk previously j wbnt 
o(!casion therefore could there possibly bo for Lieut. Kane to make a formal report 
of your state to Col.Gidley, sceiii" that you came in company with the latter to tho 
Nautch. 

Armver . — I really cannot say ; I have already stated what T had to say. 

Question . — Will you say positively that Lieut Kane did not tell you that in bring- 
ing your name to the notice of Col. Gidloy lie had no intention of making an 
official report but merely with the view of persuading you to leave the tent. 

Ansioer. — 1 can’t .say positively ; I don’t recollect })is having said so. 

Re-examined. — Lieut.Kano reported me to Col.Gidley forb(.'ing intoxicated ; and 
as I w.is perfectly sober at the time, I wished I had nothijigto do with Jiiin. 

By thz Court. — I was obliged to be satisfied with Licut.Kanc's word; hut I did not 
believe bis denial. 1 told Lieut.Kane I would never enter his house again as he had 
tried to take the bread out of ray mouth, this was said on the day alter ho had 
denied that he had made any report, — (. Witness retires.'] 

Ensign Hammond calTfed and (‘xarained by the Prisoner. — I was prc.?ont nt tho 
N.-iutch given on the occasion of Presentation of New Colors to tlie Kegimcnt. I 
accompanied Col. Gidley and Ensign Loft to tho Nautch. I took a vacant chair 
next to Lieut. Kano, and tlicn entered into conversation with him, during which an 
arrangement was made that I was to breakfast with him on the. following morning. 
After sitting with him for half an hour I got up with the intention of going to the 
Mess to order supper to be prepared. On going outside the Nniitch .tent I saw 
linsign Loft apparently much excited; he came to me and told me that Lieut.Kano 
Imd been to him and said, “you are apparently the worse for liquor,” and advised 
him to go home. After this I returned to tlie tent and mentioned to Col. Gidley 
what En.sign Loft had told me j while I was doing this, I believe it was Ensign 
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Trasor who whispered to me or said in a low tone, that Lieut. Kano had told Col. 
Gidlcy that I was also the worse for liquor. On iliis I appealed to Col. Gidloy as 
to the correctness of the statement, and the Col , as far as 1 can recollect, replied, 
“ don’t talk about this hcr(i ; this is not the place to speak of it.’’ I was very much 
annoyed and said “ very well, Colonel ; but I’ll have satisfuetioii at the Orderly-room,” 
or words to that elfect. On this I wentr outside the tent and walked up and down 
with Ensign Loft until Col. Gidley and other oflicers came out ; and we went to 
the Mess to supper. On the next morning 1 wrote to Lieut Kane asking for an ex- 
planation, excusing myself from breadfasting with liiin that day. Lieiit.Kanc then 
called on me that day, and said he had merely mentioned it to Col. Gidley that I 
was a little noisy, and suggested whether he had not better persuade me to go homo. 
More conversation on the subject followed, and I considered that Lieut. Kano had 
not intended to injure me, and the matter dropt. I am not going to attempt to deny 
that 1 was excessively happy on the occasion, I had a glass or two of chainpaigiio 
during the day, it being a day of jubilee in the camp. I was perfectly capable of 
attending to regimental duty. 

Ihj the Prosecutor . — I did not take any further notice of the matter relative to 
jny having said that I would have satisfaction at the Orderly-room next muniing. 

Question. — When Lieut. Kano called on you, did ho not say he had not made n, 
formal report but merely told the Colonel you were a little elevated, and would it 
not be better that you should leave the tent ? 

Answer. — Something to the same effect. 

Question. — You have been candid enough to confess that you had taken a glass 
or two of cliainpagne, and that you were excessively merry, will you iii the same 
spirit of candour state if your conduct might not have displayed itself in such a 
tone as a man of ordinary sense might have considered you to be in liquor. 

Aiiswcr. — No; I am not aware that my conduct was such as any would imply! was 
iriliquor. I did not receive any rebuke from Colonel Gidley on account of my alleged 
drunkenness at the Nautcli. 1 think I was riding with Ensign Loft on tlio evening 
after the Nautch, when wo met LieuLlvaiie who gave Ensign Lnft th(i same expla- 
nation which he gave me in t!ic morning ; 1 believe that was the nature of our con 
versa tion. 

lit/ the Court. — I believe Ensign Loft was satisfied with Lieut. Kane's explana- 
tion ; I don^t know if Ensign Loft took any further notice of it. 

Pt/ the Prosecutor. — I do not remember making myself conspicuous at the 
Nautch by throwing my arm round Lieut. Kane’s neck and saying, “ I love you 
old fellow;’’ I did not make m3^selffree with the sepoys. 

By the Court.^l saw Dr. Elliot at the Nautch, but I did not notice any thing 
remarkable about him. 

By Prisoner. — From my conversation with Colonel Gidley, I did not suppose 
Colonel Gidley believed 1 was intoxicated. — ^Witness retires,'} 

rib'TlI INSTANCE. 

The Prisoner did not call any witness on this instance. 

SIXTH INSTANCE. 

Lieutenant Zaurtc called and examined by the Prisoner. — I dined in the com- 
pany of Colonel Gidley at Mess on the KUh of August; Dr. Elliot, Liout. Comyn, 
Lieut* Fraser, Ensigns Loft'aud ilainmoiid were also present. I went then to the 
llilliard-rooin about nine o’clock, to put our names down on the slate. I found 
Kaue there with four or five other olUeers, I asked the marker where 
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the slate \\as. Lioiitcnanfc Kane was playing at the lime; he came round to me, 
ami said, “ you are drunk; you hud hotter sit down.’* I denied it, and went and 
sat down on the opposite side. Colonel Qidley came in a low minutes afterwards, 
accompanied by all the rest of the officers who were dining at the M ess. I went up 
iinniediatoly to liiiii, took him out into the verandah and stated my complaint 
of having been accused by Lieutenant Kane of having been drunk. Wo 
returned to the Billiard -room and I sat down. There was not the slightest pre- 
tence or reason lor the accusation of my being drunk. 


TWENTY-SECOND DAY, TUESDAY, 21. st MARCH, 1834. 

Lieutenant Law ie called and examined by the Prisoner. — I was directed to send 
in a w’ritten .statement of my complaint on the following Monday morning. 
The wliole statement was read over to Lieut. Kane by Col. Gidluy, and I was 
during the day directed by Col. Gidley to make an apology to Lieut. Kane and 
tlie ollicers who were present at the Billiard-room, which I did the following day. 
The apology was a written one. It was accepted. I have been thirteen years in 
the Servieo, and for ten years performed regimental duty with the LOtliltegt. The 
discipline of the l.^th Kegt. during the command of CoL Gidley has been very good. 
It has improved from the time he joined ; and there have been only four Courts 
Martiiil among the men during Iiis command, — nearly two years, — and a 
gr.adiial doereaso of defaulters. Upon Col. Gidley’s being placed under arrest 
and ordered to Kurrachee the feeling of all ranks in the llegt. was that of sorrow, 
i\Iajor Watkin returned from Furlough about the begimiing of 1853, Capt. Kano 
about the same time joined from staff employ, and Lieut, titilcman in May last* 
I did not hear Surgeon Elliot make use of any expression in the Billiard-room. 

Jlif theVimeCHior,' — I might have replied at the Court of Empiiry that “I was 
aware of the disturbance in the Billiard-room, but that I might he excused en- 
tering into its details.” Six ollicers took olTonco at my conduct in the Billiard- 
room, and hence the necessity for my apology. I was not told that my statement 
and that of Lieut. Kane were shewm by Col. Gidley to Lieut. Mellerah of tho 
Artillery, and that Lieut. Mellorsh said mine was incorrect. 

Bij the. Court . — 1 heard the whole statement read over in the presence of 
IMajor WaikiiJ. 'Lieut. Kane objected to a part of it. Major AVatkin ohjoeted 
to the word “drunk.” The nature of the apology was my regret for any con- 
duct of mine that they might have considore<l offensive. I did not receive any 
rebuke from C‘'l. Gidley for my alleged drunkenness; but I was ordered to 
make the apology. — [ Witness retires.^ 

Ensign Ilaminond called and examined by the Prisoner. — I saw Lieut. Laurie 
in the Billiard-room about the 13th of August 1853, when several strangers 
■were present. Lieut. Laurie after dining at the Mess, got up from table and went 
to the Billiard-room, 1 believe, with the intention of seeing if the lights were lit, 
as wc intended to have a game of Billiards; I shortly afterwards followed him, and 
saw Lieut. Kane apparently much excited, directingin very angry glances towards 
Lieut. Laurie whom [ observed quietly seated on a chair at tlie opposite end o£ 
the room. I tliought I overheard Lieut. Kane say to Lieut. Mellersli, ‘‘ Look to 
him, ho is drunk.” On seeing that something unusual must liavc taken place 
I went hack to the Mess-room and told Col. Gidley what I had heard. Col 
Gidley almost immediately came to the Billiard -room together with the officers 
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wlio liiid boeu dining at the Mess. Shortly after this I saw Lieut. Kane go to 
the Colonel .and s.ay soinetliing in u low tone of voice to wlii(*li Col. Gidley rej)lied, 
“winilerer you have to say, I’ll attend to at tlie Orderly-room'’ or words to 
that effect. Col. Gidley sent for me on the following Monday to his qinarters. 
Tlie result ot the 13illUrd-room affair was that Lieut. Laurie made an apology, 
as Col. Gidley asecrtaincd that his ^Lieut. L’s) conduct was insuUiug to the 
officers who Avere present in the Killiard-rojm. The apology accepted. I 
believe Lieut. Laurie was perfectly sober ou the niglit in question. When Col. 
Gulley was leaving Maiulavie under arrest, all the native officers turned out and 
appeared iiiiicli gr iovod ; both native oOieers and men. I did not hear Dr. Elliot 
make any remark in the Billiard room. 

By the Court, — There was nothing unusual in Lieut, Laurie’s conduct previous 
to his going to the Billiard-room. 

By the Prosecutor. — Lieut.Laurie was rather annoyed at seeing visitors present, 
as we had made up a match to play at Billiards. I think Col. Gidley saw tlie 
apology ; but I did not. I IiaA^e heard about it. 

By the Court. — I can’t speak with certainty how Lieut. Laurie left the Billiard- 
room. — [ Witness retires.'] 

Sevbntii iNSTANCrJ. 

la this Instance the Prisoner did not offer any evidence. 

SECOND CIIAKGE. 

Eirst Instance. 

Ensign Loft called and examined by the Prisoner. — I am aware of the nature 
of the first instance of the second charge. I never did upon any occ.'ision in Col. 
Gidley’s presence or at any place lay hold of Dr. Elliot in an indecent manner, 
i. by the private parts, us is alleged in this charge. I did not in the Billiard-room 
upon the occasion referred to in tlie charge make use of any disgusting language 
to Dr. ISlliut.— [ Witness retires.] 

Ensign Hammond called and examined by the Prisoner. — I might have been 
in the Billiard -room in April 1853. I have seen the charges laid before this Court. 
I did not see Ensign Loft lay hold of Dr. Elliot by the private parts’ in the inoiitb of 
April 1853. I did not hear Elnsigri Loft make use of any language of a dis- 
gusting nature to Dr. Elliot in presence of Colonel Gidley oil the occasion refer- 
red to in the charge. 

By the Court. — I am induced to believe that I wns present at the Billiard-room 
from the evidence of Ensign Coles before the Court of Enquiry, when ho men- 
tioned the officers who were present when I wrote down the proceedings. I don’t 
reioeiabcr if he mentioned the date. Colonel Gidley, Lieutenant Thompson, 
Ensign Loft and myself were present. I have no recollection personally of the oc- 
casion referred to in the first instance of the second charge. 1 may also add that 
from my knowledge of Dr. Elliot, he was not the man who Avould allow such an 
act to be committed on him with impunity. — [^Witness retires.] 

Lieutenant Thompson called and examined by the prisoner. 

Question. — Ensign Loft has been accused of an indocout act towards the late 
Dr. Elliot in the month of April 1853, and it has also been staled to the Court 
you wore present. Did you ever upon any occasion witness indelicacy, such as is 
alleged, i. c., did you ever witness Ensign Lofr lay hold of Di\ EiUot by the pri- 
vate part* in presence of Colonel Gidley ? 
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— No, never. 

Question.— Ot make use of any disgusting language ? 

nswer, — N 0, never. 

ISif the Court , — I have no recollection of such nn oc casion as the one alleged iu 
the charge. 1 was in the habit of going i<f the Billiard -room. 1 never heard Eu» 
sign Loft being accused until before the Court of J'hiquiry. 

SiscoND Tnstakok. 

Lieutenant Thompson called and examined by the rrisouer.— T had been ou<s 
day -at tUe idW tUbu was over; th« Coloncd and the Doctor were siuok- 
iin^ ; the rest oftho party had gone to the IVdliard-room ; l\ie Colonel would 
not allow the Doettir to go to the Billiard-room, because liis trousers were toriu 
The Doctor s(Mit to his house for another pair. Imt did not get one ; so he sent to 
niy iiouso which was close by. My trowsers werts a great deal too largo for him. 
H(> and I then went into the Billiard-room and sat down watching the game ; 
after two or three minutes, he got up to shew how a stroko should be made, 
and in doing so liis trowsers slipped down and his person was exposed. 
Neither I nor any body else forcibly pulled down the pair of trowsers Dr. Elliot 
had on. Colonel Gidloy was not present when this happened. 

li// the Prosecutor. — The BilUar(l*rot)m is about six yards from the Mess-room, 
Ensigns Loft, and Hainmoud, Lieut. Hoskin, Dr. Elliot, and myself were ])resent 
when the occurrence took place. 1 observed C<)l()nel Gidley enter the Jiilliard- 
room }il) 0 Lit luilf an liour after this occurrence, nut before. Dr. Elliot sat down 
on entering on the right hand side as we enter ; the right hand wall is about six 
feet from the Billiaril table. Dr. Elliot changed his trowsers on the couch in tho 
vcramla. 'I'he couch is about eight or tea feet from the chair in the Billiard-rooin. 
AVhen h(' got np from the chair and went to tlie couch he hitched the trowsers up ; 
and \v lion ho got up from his cliair to walk towards tho Billiard table to shew 
lu)W tlic stroke was to bo made he let go his trowsers, f ie did not lot them slio 
purposely, hut it was cpiil.e unawares, l-aawthe trovvers w'hich Dr. Elliot changed 
with ininn ; they were split iu the seat. He had lU) coat on as far as I recollect 
ill th(! Mess-room ;1 know he had no coat on in tiio Billiard-room. Ensigns 
Hammoiul and Lol't were laughing at Dr. Elliot, There were no remarks made* 
they were merely langhing at him. Lieut. Iloskin was present, but he took no 
part ill t he fun. J)r. Elliot got angry and called us a set of snobs, or words to 
(dl’eet, which lie apologised for afterwards. 

lle-exatnincd. — I am quite sure Colonel Gidley W’as not present when the oc- 
currence took place. 

Py the Court.-'l was behind Dr. Elliot; I saw his testicles. Dr. Elliot apologised 
next morning; we called on him for the apology and he gave it tho next morning 
in a note. 1 do not know how Dr. Elliot’s trowsers happened to he torn. A dress 
which is good for Moss is considered equally good for the hillianl-room. The ex- 
pression Dr. JBliot made use of called for his apology; because if he Jet down his 
trowsers, we hud a right to laugh at him; perhaps we went a little too far but not 
enough to jiistily tho expression. Dr. Elliot was about fifty years old. I don’t 
know of any apology btdng made to Dr. Elliot by us. 1 don’t know whether Col. 
Gidley knew of J)r. Elliot liuving made an apology to us for calling us a of 
buobs, — [ Witness relivQs,^ 

Ensiyn Hammond deposed. — I was iu tho Billiard -room one afternoon when Dr. 
ElUofs trowsers or rather the trowsers he had on slipped down; they were not Dr. 
Elliot’s; I ludievc they were Lieut. Thompson’s. When the Doctor* gipt up and 
interfered with the game his trow^er?, slipped down, T can t y^y v. hwtUer Goloiici 
Gidh-y wuspro^ont :U tlu' (ime. 
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rvVENTY.TIlIRO DAY, WEDNESDAY, 22Nn MARCH, 1851. 

Ensinu Hammond cxamiiiod by the Prosecutor. -Col. Gidley miolH, have (.orr,.> 
into Mic Jblliard-room and trone out too. I did not *,^0 up to (Jo), (ildlcy nor did I 
e xpress iiiyseJf to him in any iiidoeent language. In my presence no person placed 
:i hand on tlie Doctor to pull his trowsers down. I can't be certain as to wlietlier 
(Joi. Gi<Il(‘y was present or not, when br- Elliot’s trowsers slipped down, l and 
fdeut. 'J’hoinpson tickled him with sticks to make him ])all i?p his trows<‘rs. Ills 
trowsers slipped down about the knee. To the best of inv recollection I did not 
speak to ( Jol. Gidley in relbronce to Dr. Elliot before bis ‘trowsers slipped down * 
1 don’t recollect whether Col. Gidley was in the Dilliard-room at the time. T arn 
acquainted with Li(‘iit.lIoskin ofthe Artillery. I have never lieard that he behaved 
in an unj^eiilloinanly manner. 

Hr -examined . — On the occasion when the Doctor's trowsors slipped down Kn- 
bi;;n Loft and myself were, 1 heliove, playinp; the of Dilliards; Col. CLdley 

w as not there as far as I can recollect. — [ retires.'] ^ 

Aw s'/V/n Ao/Z deposed. -^! was present in the Dilliard room of tho 15(,h in 

Iho month of May last. I had been to tilHii to Mess in company vvitli (Jol. (jlllov 
I'nsijpi llammoud, and Dr. Elliot. After tillin 1 went into the Dilliard-room with’ 
ICnsi^a Hammond; and sliortly afterwards Lieut, lloskin of tlui Arlillerv eauia in * 
in (he middle ofthe j^amcof Dilliards, Dr. E.lliot mad(i his a]>p(*arance, and seab'd' 
liims(df at ashovt distati(U) from the Dilliard table. After bninc,^ sealed Ibr some 
lime h(' said, “ you don’t know bow to make a stroke ; let me sliow you.” lie tlien 
j;<d. u]> Iriuu his chair and his (rows<ws slipped down. Dr. Elliot; did not attempt 
t(. p\dl his Irow.sers up at the tiiin*, but re-seated himself. I, tof^ctlier with lOisi'ui 
ILimmond and Lieut. Thompson poked at him with cues and told him to pull up his 
trowsens, which Ke did. I believe Col. Gid’ey was not in tho Dillianbroom wlu'n 
jhis oi*eurrence took place; 1 did not see him there. 1 did not luair any ijideeeiit 
lan,i;'ua<^e used to Dr. Elliott by any one in the Hilliard room on this occa.sion. 

ily (he Vrosecutor. — I will not state positively whellua* Colonel Gidley was or 
was* lud. present in the Biiliavd-rooui; 1 did not sec him there on the occasion. 
Dr. Elliot dill not attempt to shew ns the stn>ko at billiards, 1 canTsl.'jf(> lu.w luv* 
■self, l-insign llairnnond and Lieut. 'J'hompson were situated when J)r. Ellliei’.s 
lrow.sors .slipped down. Dr. Elliot re-seated him.self immediately after i>el I in?.- up 
from his chair when his trowsers slippcil down. TJiey slipped down a.s fur as the 
knee. 1 saw a [)art o( hislec^ denuiled, from tho shirt down to the.* kma*. | stat<* 
positively tliat I did not hear any indecent remark made to Dr. E.lliot. I uiu 
slightly acijiiaiuted with Lieut, lloskin of the Artillery, and 1 have never known 
or heard anythin';- aj;ainf.st him. 

Jie-cxaniincd. — I caiEt say I could have heard any ob.sorvation, as there was 
liuq;;)rmg- ami talking; in tlio Billiard-room; 1 think, I should have beard one il’ifc 
had been made. 1 was playing with EJnsign Hammond at the time the occurrence 
took place. 

Bf/ the Court.^l certainly cannot explain how one could have said tho Doctor’s 
trowsers wore forcibly pulled down when I saw and said that they fell down. Such 
an occurrence would have been put a stop to, had (.-olouel (jlid’ley been present. 
Dr. Elliot called 011 us and made aii apology in a note for calling us a set <d' snobs. 

1 believe lie bad not received any previous apology from any one of us; I did not 
apologise to l)r. Elliot, as 1 looked upon tho matter as a mere joke. — [ UT’bim 
rethes, ] 

The following evidence given by Ensign Ilaininond and I^icuL 
Frasev k ou tUu Tliiii'd laslaucc of llio chiu'gei and onglit to have 



boon printed on the 42ad page, jii3t before the Iwontietli day’.s pro- 
ceedings. 

* E))si(f)} /yrttmwwrtJ oxaininod I\y llio Prisoner. — 1 wns pre.s('nt at tlo* dinner party 
in Ai>ril 1S53 j^iveii by Major Jacob whore several bi(li<v3 were pr<*.s( iit. I saw 
I0?isi;pi Loft tiiore, who before tlte cloth wfts removed tell into a somnl sleep, J 
rode to Major Jacob’s in company with Knsii^ii Loft ; he was pei feetly sober. I 
Slit next Liisij^n J.oft at diniKT ; 1 observed he partook very inodi'rately of wine, 
t have on more thiiii one occasion seen Knsijjju i.ott fall asleep duriinj tlm meals, 
leaving his heer and wine untouched in the glass, ami from the small f|uan(ity I 
observed him take on this 0 (;casion (Major Jacob’s ilininw) I am eonvineed that it 
was not the wine that caused Iiim to fall asleep. I was told by I'jcsign Loft tliat 
be Ji.'id been reprimanded l>y Colonel Gidley the next day for falling; aslo(.'p at a 
dinner whore there were ladU'S present. 

Cras^-v.xaviimui . — .1 assisted IMajor Watkiii in removing I'n.sign Loft, from (.lie 
tal)lc. I do Jiot reiinojibor Major Watkin making any remark a,l)ont fjisign 
I,ori.‘.s cfindition. I did not tell Major Watkin that it would bo liard if Lnsign 
Loft was brought up when anotlicr had been let oil*. 

//// i!ic Court . — J did not see Ensign Loft after he quitted the chair iit the veranda'’ 
1 di(i not s (‘0 how ho wont lionio. Erom the deep sleep he vva.s in he riMpiired a.s- 
sistanoe to ho removed from the room. It was not drowsiness hut <b‘ep sh'ep. 
Jlo did not wake up when luMvas taken out. I did not see Ensign LofI; fotteii 
beer at the diiin(*r that evening. Ensign Loft’s sleep was nnist extraordinary 
1 eannot assign any caus(j for it. 1 don’t know certainly if Ensign Loft hail drimk 
any thing during tli(! dtiy hefon; going to Major Jacob s. I bav(^ statial that h‘* 
was jurfectly sober wlien he drove to Major Jacob's. 1 particularly observed 
thill Eiisii;n Loft <li<l not lake beer. 

Ilr-criminett . — T bcli<'vc llmre were ladies present on tiie second oe.easioii wlien 
Ensign l.ioft dimnl at Major Jacob’s. The following morning 1 railed on Ensign 
liefl,, when he shewed me a note ho had received fromtlui Adjutant, Lient. Kaiu’, 
telling Ensign Lolt that the colonel wished to see him at lloi Orderly-room, also 
adding, llint lie would call at Ills ( Lieut. Kaiie’sj house on his way as he wuul«l 
spealv to him, or words to that elfect. 

Jilt (lu. Court . — I never saw Kii.sign Loft in so heavy a sleep as that at Major 
Jacob's. 1 have fre(|uenUy soca Ensign Loft sleeping at table, Imt we liave bail 
no occasion to di.stnrb him. As near as I rceollecit he tnolc sherry wim) at Major 
Jacob’s; he Ceitrunly iniglit Iiave taken cliainpaigiie. I'ln.sign Loft told nn; 
that he had bei'U ri'])rimaiided; others knew it 1 know; but 1 (*an’t say 
whether it \vas generally known. As to what he was roprim.inded for I niKh'r- 
stood from him that Col. Gidley coinmeiicod his reprimand tliinking it was under 
the indiuince of liquor that ho became shicpy ; oil Ensign l.oft’s assuring him that 
he partook muderately of wine at dinner, and that I could come forward as a 
witness that Iliad ridden to dinner with him, he being perfeidly .sober at the time, 
the Colonel reprimanded him for ungonlleniaiily comlmJt in falling a.slei’p at dimim' 
wlu'ro ladies wore pi esent. Two or throe glasses of wine coiistitule 1 think, mo- 
di;ralion. — [ retires. 

Licuieuant Thompaou called and examined liy the rrisonei*. — I romeinh(;r a 
party given by INInjor Jacob in April 1 <S.j 3. lie. Ensign Loft, called for me on hiu 
way to th<' ])arty. 1 duluot go with him us I wm.s not well. He was sober at that 
time. 1 .saw him the day after the dinner, at seven o’clock in the morning; when 
I was there a note was brought him from tlui Adjutant, Lieut, Kane, lolliis eUeet, 
‘‘I am ordered to require your attemhiiicu at the commanding olheer'.v 
<iuurtcfs at eleven y cK>ek ; if you will cyiae to iny house on your w'liy I’llimt 
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3 'ou up to soluotliingV’or wouls to that effect ^ “ at any rate do not go to the Colonel 
before you see me/' 1 reconimeiiiled linsigii Loft not to go to Lieut. Kane but to 
go straight to the Colonel; because I luistrusted Lieut. Kane’s motives. 1 was told 
by Kusigu Lott that he was reprimanded by Colonel Gidley. 1 was not present 
when he was reprimanded. 

Cross-examined , — I can’t remember I was examined in October and Novem- 

ber last at the Court of Enquiry as regards this note of Lieut. Kane’s. 

Cross-examined . — I was subjected to a very long examination at the Court of 
Enquiry on a variety of subjects, and which altogether confused my memory. 1 
can speak positively as lo what occurred before that. I cannot state positively if ] 
bad any conversation with Knsign J.oft about Jdeut. Kane’s note when the Court of 
Enquiry was sitting or just before it. I am sure I cannot say whether Lnsigii 
Loft would have consulted me and Ensign Hammond to correct hits answer at the 
Court of I'2riquiry relative to Lieut. Kane’s note. I don’t recollect all that I said. 
The question by the Prisoner, ‘‘ dont you consider it would have been very im- 
proper for any one to have himself tutored in the evidence he was to give before a 
Court of Enquiry ?” was disallowed by the Court. — [ Witness reiires.'\ 

Colonel Gidle 3 ' here put in letter dated 8th September 1853, addressed 
by him to the Adjutant General of the Anny, explanatory of the charges made 
against the officers of the ir)th Regiment, a copy of w’hich was attached to tin? 
proceedings. This letter was rend to the Court by the L'eput)'' Judge Advoenbi 
General. Colonel Gidley then applied to the Court for twelve days time to prepare 
his written defence. The Court having closed to cbdiberate, was re-opened, and 
granted the rrisoncr’s request, and then adjourned until the 3rd April 1854. 


TWENTY -FOURTH DAY, MONDAY. 3 hd APRIL, I«54, 

The Court re-assembled to-day at 11 o’clock, immediately after which Mr. Bar- 
ton proceeded to read the following 

Defence. 

To The I^resident and JMioibersof the Ghneral Court Marti ad. 

Gentlemen, — The time lias arrived when it becomes necessary for mo to ad- 
dress you in my defence, a defence rendered most peculiarly liarrasiiig and diffi- 
cult from the extraordinar}^ nature of the charges fraiued against me, as tliey 
involve not only iny own honor and character, but the future welfare and success 
in life of younger men, who are, in reality, just as much the subject of this Trose- 
cutiou as I am myself, and for whom, as well as myself, I crave, and doubt not 
shall obtain, a patient hearing, and a just and honorable verdict. 

Previous to commenting on the evidence adduced on the Prosecution, I beg 
to draw your attention to the letter which the Judge Advocate brought to light in 
his cross-examination of one of the Witnesses on the Defence. This letter has al- 
ready been read to the Court, but I beg your attention again while I read it. 

It is apparent that the charges are accumulative, the first instance having 
been stated to occur as far back as .Tamiary 1853. Five other instunoes are baaed 
ou alleged delinquences iu the mouth of April ; two, again, in the month of May, 
and lastly one in August of the same year. This is opposed to all principles of 
Military Law. 

I cannot help remarking that it would have been fur preferable and more con- 
ducive to the wellfare and honor of the service, had those alleged instances been 
investigated individually at the time of the occuirences, instead of being allowed 
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to acciimu^ato* Mine is no easy task. I desire not only to exonerate myself, bnt 
tn vindicate the character of the officers under iny command, one of whom is' now in 
his grave. I allude to Doctor Elliot. Jlis name is brought lorward in no less 
than live iiistiinces out of the nine, which comprise the two charges; and I must be 
permitted to remark, that if it is a cruel thing to speak ill of a man behind his 
back when living, how much more so to endeavour to cast a slur on his reputation 
when he is dead t 

1 would also observe, that the Uegiment was reviewed in the latter part of April 
liist, prior to which six of these instances are stated to have occurred. Why did 
not Major Watkin, second in command, and Lieut. Kane, tlie newly made Adju- 
tant, bring these matters to the knowledge of the Brigadier when he called on the 
officers to slate if they liad any complaints to make? Why — becamic in reality 
5U(*li facts were without foundation. The oft told tale been repeated till the hear- 
ers believed themselves spectators, and having committed tlieiuselvcs unguarded, 
tlare not retract, 

I now advert to collusion — a term opportunely seized upon by the Presi- 
dent of the Court of Enquiry, and made available as the excuse for placing five 
officers — Lieutenant Laurie, Line Adjutant ; Lieutenant Comyn, Acting Quarter- 
master; Lieutenant Fraser, Acting Adjutant; Ensign Loft and Eiwignllamuiond — 
under arrest, because the evidence they gave before the Court of Enquiry was at 
variancti witii LieuLeiiaiit Colonel Sinclair’s precojiccived ideas on the subject 

1 shall proceed to review the cvidenco upon the several instnnees of the 
two charges, and lest that the peculiar natiu’eof them should, in any way, embar- 
ras or confuse, 1 shall endeavour to explain botli the Prosecution and tin* Defence 
as negative in their nature. Tliis 1 consider it necessary to do, fearing lest a 
})aragra[>h in tile rules of evidence applicable to Courts Martial might militate 
against me. That rule says, that affirmative testimony shall be preferable to 
negative. 

This rule may at first sight make ray defence appear inconsistent and valueless ; 
but 1 hope to shew in a few words tliat such is not the case. 

The charge.s framed against me are for acts of omission in not noticing alleged 
ileliiiqiiencie.s. Those acts of omission, certainly, require a negative proof, and 
supposing these acts to have occurred at all, then 1 maintain there is no apposite 
or absolute proof thatl did not notice them, and when so much depends upon the 
issue of this trial you must be satisfied, not only that these acts of (hiinkenness 
and indecency were really committed, but also that they were unmi.stakably and 
officially brought to my notice, and that without good and sufficient reason 1 neg- 
lected to take cognizance of them. 

Tlic Defence is alsq, as I have said before, of a negative description; but in 
the evidence for the Defence positive denials of the alleged acts have been made, 
and so fur I consider, and hope also to impress upon your minds that taking into 
consideration both sets of evidence, the Defence has positively denied the commis- 
sion, while the Prosecution could not positively affirm that no notice had been 
taken of the acts which I am accused of countenancing. 

I shall now proceed to notice the First Instance of the First Charge, in which 
the late Dr. Elliot m accused of having been drunk and indecent iu liis language 
at Major J acob's. 

The first witness called upon this charge was Dr. Beatty, a gentleman to whom 
the late Surgeon Elliot was totally unknown. After a few irrelevant questions, 
the first answer which has any bearing upon the instance is iu reply to the ques-. 
tion, “ Did you observe any thing particular in the conduef. or , manner of l)r. 
Elliot?” liifj auswcT wus> ** I reniiwkcd his riotous conduct, amriicard him speak- 
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ing about a medal. He was callinj; out very loudly about the seige of Mooltau, 
and tlio witness hoard Maj( r Jacob say that ho had conie into civilized sociot)/’* 
— ^rntainin.^’, 1 pr(\snnio, that ho was not then at Mooltan, and expressing a wish 
that ho should keep (piiot* 

Tills is the entire substance of this Gentloman^s evidence as far as the prosecu- 
tion is concerned. To a question put *by the Court ho says, “ I was under tlie 
impression that ^^urgoon Klliot Avas under the influoiice of iiquor, but did not bear 
him use any indecent language.” 

What this gentleman was called to provo 1 know not, as the prosecution never 
oven asked him any question as to the two points alleged in the charge, and had 
it not l>cen for the question put by the Court, he would not have even expressed 
an opinion as to the state of Dr. lilliot. Yon must also bear in mind tliat this 
witness iK'gatives tlie use of any indecent language, and as he admits he heanl 
none, it is not natural to suppose I was also unaware of any indecent language 
having been used by {Surgeon Elliot upon this occasion. 

Tlio second witness in this instance is Jjeut. M<;ll(;rsh, almost a perfect 
.stranger to hurgeou 1-^lliot, who sat upon the oppositii siilii ol* the table near tlie 
end. When asked in what state {Surgeon Elliot was, he replied “lie Avas iiitoxi- 
eated,” 

'i h(! former witness was only uiulor tho impression ; but tliis gentleman 
speaks positively, aithougli seated up a greater dislanee than the first, 

Wlien asked how he formed his opinion of the intoxication of J)r. lOlIiot, his 
answer was, ** lie Avas talking and laughing loudly during the night.” lie tlici not 
rc'colleet any thing pjirticular, but Dr, Elliot was talking about tlie seige of iMool- 
lan, and Major Jacob tried to chauge the conversation, but did nut biiei-eed. 
So iar, gentlemen, notone Avord of indecency nor apjjcarance of drunkemi ess 
beyond laughing and talking loudly \va.s apparent. Tins vvitn<*.ss also says tliat 
be bud oidy seen him or.ee before. atSukkur — llitit as far as lie had seen of his 
maniuT it Avas hoisUa-ous in tlie extreme, but not one AVord more of obscenity or 
act <d' drunUmme.ss does thi.s witness depose to, except that when Surg(‘on I'.lliot 
hud lel't, hejudgeil Irom his Avalking and maimer that he was drunk, and that 
at that timol Avas not present. 

Thus is his evidence, with tho exception of one question put by the Court, viz. 
“ W as Dr. I'Jliot so evidently drunk, wlien Colonel (ddiey was present, that the 
latter must have observed it? To Avhieh he replies “Most tlecidediy.” 1 ask you to 
draw 3 our infcreina? from the former parts of this evidence, and reconcile it Avith 
the reply to the last question. 

The next oil the list of Avitiiosses is Lieut, Hillamorc : ho also was present 
at this dinner party, lie says Dr. Klliot avus drunk. Again this unmistakable 
Avord is used and used Avithout eon,>ideration of tlie serious consequence thut might 
I'li.sue from its careless and needless use : and that I have not spoken hen* either 
liarshly or unguardedly, mark the aii-SAVors that follow. On being askiid wiiat 
led him to form tho opinion that Dr. Elliott avus <lrunk he replied, “From hi.i 
rumbling Avay of talking.’' If rambling talking, Gentlemen, be a sign ordninkmi' 
ness, I should say tliis Avitness might himself he in danger, for in answer to the 
very next question, “ Do you leniemher any thing” he said ? Ikj slates, “ JMo.” 
Do it remembered thi.s reply is not elicited on cross-examination, but by the Diosi*- 
eutioii. Th; 11 immediately follows a question, “Do you remembiir the nntun; of his 
coiiversalioii to which he rep^i^’s, “ Ves: J)r. Elliot’s language avus di.sagreeable 
and insulting to tho Itcverend Mr. Watson?” 'I’iiis, really, assumes a serious sliiqie, 
Avheii Ave find three contradictious Avithiii a very few seconds, in reply to qu(\s- 
iions nut irrelevant but bearing immediatiOy on the particular instanee. T'he first 
quc.stioii ou ci\),'j.s-c:iiuuinutiyu avus, 1 cyiilcss, a.'sked by me for the purpose of lest- 



iiiir tlic orodibility of this witness, and was to this cfToet “ Uow arc you abU' 
to oi’ tile nature of the conversation ? ’ the reply was, ** I remembor that Dr. 
KlJiot oiKie tuked about women, and that that made Major Jacob try to turn the 
<;on.s<'rvution. 

bear in mind that the two former witnesses stated the reason Major Jacob 
wislied to cliaof^ci the conversatitm was ^le Doctor’s boisterous talking- about 
M«»olt;in. Tills, bowcviir, is a trifilin*^ disorepauey compared to others wliicli 
I'ollow, which lslju.il hero adduce, witness hciii^ asked, “ What was the natiiro of 
the ob.s(‘(‘iie hinj;up.g(‘, — talkin'? of women not. beiiii? ncccssuril 3 M>ljscene ? ’ IJis 
answer wais “ I don't recollect, — lie was alluding? to ISIr. Wutson^s jjrol'ession 
Voii here percoivo at one monu'nt the wiinoss says the I >nctor was talkin'? a’oout 
women, and in the same broatli that he was alludinj*- to Mr. Watson’s profes.sion. 
1 am at a less to lind out the anaIoi?y. Ue is then asked whether wliatlu' doposes 
to IS {'iMin lienrsay or iVoia his own kno\vl<?d;?<', to wlTudi lu* replies, “ From iiiy 
own knowleda^o, I believe.^’ Tlie ipjostioii is then put to him point-blank wht'tlier 
h(.‘ could positively state one indecent expres.sioii made usi^of. llis reply is to this, 
“ I cannot suy that 1 remember any particular word; but 1 am positive 1 did 
hear oljsireue <'xprcssio!is.’’ 

'I'be last and most irnporlant qiicstioii I tlnm thonj[?ht it nec<^ssary to put to this 
wiljiess wus. “ Mi!?iit not the ox]»r(*ssion made use tjf by J)oetnr Flliot li;ive. Ix'en, 

Mitcfiiis / rcncratr yitur vloih.^1 like, juificodls hcUet'^ and would yon lamsider that 
obsci'ue?” Tiic answer is just what mi;?ht be expei^ted. ‘Mt ini'; lit have b(.‘un tliat ; 
and lilonot (a.nsider tliat obstame.’’ 

I sliall here, (ientleiiKMi, take leave of this witness, but would call upon 3 ’ou to 
look at bis evidence most carefuHj", 

Tln‘ next evidence is thij Keveroud Mr. Watson, upon whoso statements 
( shall comment as ii;?litly ami bricH}' as possible, takin»? earn to point out to yon 
some diserejmnies. AVlu ii ask(‘d Avhat was the stale ol Dr. Elliot at l.lie dnmer 
part)', he rejdi<'d “ III' '•/coicf/ to me intoxicated, wa.s noisy, and iisotl li.ni.i?u.ij;’e 
liiyiliiy objeei ionable, and his manner was diirereiit from what it was when i ban.* 
seen him soljcr.’' You may remeinlxu' one of the last (pjo.stions ihroin;!! llio (Nmrt 
was Had you ever seen him before ?” To this ho unliesitutin^ly answered, ‘‘ No.’' 
i im-rely put thevse questions and answers tu.!?ether for tiie Clourt to see how many 
diserepanios of a serious and iuqiortant nature to me have takiai jjiaee diirin;? this 
tiial, fie was then asked, what was tho tenor of Dr. Elliot's eonversatioii. llis 
answer was, llu was swearini»- the whole time.” lie was further asked, “ Do you 
remember any tliint;- particular tliat ho said?” I’o wliLeli be replijd, “Hero 
comes tliat damned fellow with tin? bulioe.s.” Xow, it is u. eiirioiis ciieiimst 
tliat not Olio single vvitues.s CHirroborates the llevereiid J\lr. Watson as to the iiso 
ol thi.s, the only expression that can be termed objeetiomible diiriihi? tlni whole 
<d the dinner party— although several people were sittinj? quite near cnon”li to 
Dr. IClliot lu have heard it, if used. 

Persons sitting closer to the Doctor than the above witness did not hear any 
smdi expression. 

How, then, could T, mixing in general conversation, bo (.'xpeef d to hear that 
which, as it now turns out, was only heard by the itevereiid Mr. Watson.^ 

‘ The next instance is tliat of Lieutenant pomyii being drunk on bis way 
to the Durbar of llis llighiieas the Kao of Outcli •, and the defom i- to this cliargc 
i.s that lliis ulfair was not reported to nieolliciully av othc'i'v. i.->c, and the evideiiee 
for (lie ]»rof;eeuti()n is of .such an cxtraordiiiary mid eontradieti.ry nature llnit it 
IS my intention to eomiiumt Nery iiglitly on il ; hut tln ie is eue point 1 inn^tcn- 
treat yeu pj he;u ui miud lhal ueue oiThe wiiue;.-ses pieteiid to ,say Uut I saw 
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Lieutenant Comyn on his way to the Durbar. I must not, however, omit to notice 
that both Major VVatkin and Lieutenant Kano were aware of tho state Lieute- 
nant Comyn was in. Lieutenant Kano states that ho reported to Major Watkiii 
and not to me,-— as his duty should have dictated to him, — and Major VVatkiii 
look on himself to seiuf Lieuicnant Comyn home without reportiuj? the cir- 
cumstance to me. How can this oxtrairdinary conduct on tlie part of both ofh». 
cers be accounted for ? In no other way than this, Lieiitenaiit Kane had made up 
liismind that Major VVatkin should command the Ke^iment, and himself (Captain 
Kane) bo virtually the coinraandiiijc oflTioer. Ilohad gained his first step in secur- 
ing tho Adjutancy six days previously, llis wisli was father to the thouglit ; and 
he was so led away by his own ideas, as actually to forget for the time being the 
existence of such a person as Colonel Gidley. 

lam sure I need not remind this Court that whatever Lieutenant Kano said , 
Major VVatkin obeyed. 

With regard to the next instance, in which Ensign Loft, of whom we have 
heard so much, is accused of having been drunk at Major Jacob’s — ladies being 
present — I confess tliat I had at the time my doubts as to his state of sobriety 
on that occasion, and until assured upon his word of honor which I have 
never had reason to doubt as yet, that he was not intoxicated. I, myself, was 
dubious as to the fact. Whether he was intoxicated or not is a que.stion for 
you to judge ; but to this fact I do pledge myself, that I most severl y roprirn.and- 
<!(! Ensign Loft, and directed hirn to make ail apology to I\I}iJor Jacob for tho great 
rudeness he wu.s guilty of in falling asleep at table. Some remarks have been 
made with regard to my having ordered Knsigu Loft to write this ap^dogy for 
merely falling asleep; but I strongly suspected that this breach of good niunrieri 
Would Jiavo been misrepre-scMiteu, and that the first impression under which J my- 
self laboured might have been indelibly fixed upon tlie mind of others, who did not 
trouble iheinselve.s to inquire into the real truth. That I did ropriinaud Ensign 
L»)ft on this occasion, will, I hope, not be disputed. This being admitted, this 
charge falls to the ground. I shall not further detain you with this Instance, but 
sliall merely cull your attention to the evidence of Major VV atkin, and the extra- 
ordinary and contradictory reasons ho gave for not officially reporting the cir - 
cumstance to me. 

M’he instance of the Nautch in which Ensigns Loft and Hammond, and the 
late Doctor Elliot, are implicated, is another proof of the small grounds on 
which thi.s Prosecution is based. I myself accompanied Ensigns Loft and llammond 
to the Nautch, and certainly although they hkd a glass of Champagne during the 
day, before entering the Nautch tent, and were in a happy and jovial state, tlic 
word drunk is by no means applicable to them; and except in the judgement of 
persons who are determined to view mattei’s in extremes, no one could have sup- 
posed them drunk. The Nautch was a private one, given by the Baclielors of llie 
15tli Kegiincnt to tho. men, in honor of presentation of new Colors. I gave u 
Champagne breakfast, and on the morning of that day on parade invited tlic 
officers present. The way in which Lieutenant Kane received this invitation is 
characteristic of the man, in as much a showing how ho wished to keep aloof from 
the innocent enjoyments of his brother officers. 

1 shall not advert to the evidence of Lieutenant Eraser beyond remarking, that 
it is most pit* able and degrading to observe that an officer could so far commit 
him.self as to admit that his deposition given before the Court of inquiry was false. 
It is most painful for me to comment thus upon an officer who has served* under 
my command. 

>Vilh reference to the 5th Instance, a few remarks arc necessary. LieuU’- 
''oiiht Coles is th^ accuser, aud his own servant brouglit forward to make good 
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his mastcr‘8 evidence*, but Ihe reverse is tl»o case, as the intfcliip:ent Native nvcM 
that Dr. Elliot was silting quietly with hk', and on receiving the note Doctor 
Ellliot iiniriediately sent for bis Bullock Cart. Tlii.s was certainly not tbe Hot of a 
drunken man, but that of an aUentive i\Jedical man. 

I may bore safely state that it has not been my lot lo mi‘ct willi a more atten- 
tive medical man. His kindness and nfU^ithm to the during Ibn .severe sick- 
■^less in Upper Scinde will long be remembered in the Kegimeut. In proof of Iho 
respect in which be was held, it may not,.be umi.s.s to state, that s<*ureely a man 
off duty was absent from his funeral. 

To return to tlie Instance. Dr. Kiliot i.s proved by tbe only evidence to have 
been sober at my house. 1 le may have gone (o visit Isusign robes on tbe l31b April, 
or be ma}’' have not. Ho may bavc gone di iiiik,. or bo in.*y have inU. Uiisign 
Coles may have made him drunk for what I know — 11 is oonduct i*n that occasion 
was tiot brought tn my notice, 'fliis present cliargc would have been triumphantly 
upset had the aecnsed boeii alive to .answer to it. 

In regard to the 6th Instance ! liav'o adduced only two evicb'Ticos ou this 
point, find to. save ihetjoiirt iimiocessarv attention to my recnpitulntiug tostifatm 3 % 
us my letter No. Mi‘2, dated 8tb SepLemhnr last, shew.s that J.iiMiteiianl^ Comyn, 
Eraser, and Ensign Loft, were evidences upon this point, both of these docu- 
ments are siltached to niy Defence. 

Doth witnesses called for the prosecution state positively, witli reference 
to the 7th Instance, that Ensign Loft was sober, 'i besj' were llie only witnesses 
]>roscnt, and were proiluced for the I’rosi cution. 1 may here re.mailt that in the 
first copy of the cliargc sent to me, I.n.-ign Ilaumnmd was charged nbmg with 
Ensign Loft of having been drunk on this oceasion, 1 may also siiy that there 
wore originally two more inslunces wlucb have sinci^ bei-n ltd'i out. 

Ensign Loft drunk in the M e.ss-room, date unknown, and Ensign Loft allusive 
lo the iMessman. 

That the latter In.stanco should have been .stniek out, I miicb regict, us 1 liavc 
evidonoo to prove that tlio Messiiian stated .-it my quarters that he h id no com- 
plaint lo make .against Ensign Loft, but that Ideut. Kane, who was Adjutant and 
Mess Secretary, had ordered him to make a couqdair.t. 

I now beg the attention of ihc Court to the 2nd Charge. On both Instances 
the witnesses ou the rroseciifion are Licutmiunt Coles and 2nd J/ieiiteuant 
Hoskins. With reference to the f<nauei\ it is open to supposition that from his 
evidence now tendered being greatly modified to wliat ho olb;red at the Couit of 
Euq,uir 3 ^ he is cognizant of the bormus cou.seq5ience.i which might nccruc had h« 
positively iitrirnual to the coiumission of the olnbCtme act alluded to in the first. 
In both Instances three witnesses were addmied by me, who gave an emphatic do- 
iiial to the accusations preferred, and from wliat X know of Lusign Loft, I do not 
beJievo him capable of coniiuitting such indecency. 

Previous to closing my comments on the evidence, I beg here to make mention 
that extreme latitude was allowed tho 'Pro.secator in preterring leading questions 
to nearly the whole of my wituosso.s. I am aware that certain instructions were 
received on this point; further tinui this 1 cannot p'>ssil>ly know. However, the 
princfple of this Proceeding i.s contrary to Military usage, and is calculated to 
cast a .slur upon their characters, and has a Lnidency to impeach their veracity. 
ThU mode of examin ition of evidences iminodiatvly stiggested to me that the term 
collusion applied to all my witnesses with one c.'cception, Lieutenant Thompson, 
may have been the cause for tliis unusual proceeding ; -and to clear up this point, 
I addressed Army Head Quarters to ‘.supply me with any justification Lieutenant 
Colonel Sinclair, the Evcsideilt of the Court of Enquiiy, may have offered for using 



this 0]vpi-oOn'o!is term, aiul for acting tlioreon. Ccpic.i of my communications and 
iho n-ply art* attacluMl. No answer lias been received in reply to my letter 
dated 3Ht ultimo, poini i Jig out, th.it it wa.s C’oloncl Sinclair’s intention of ulVonling 
ju.d.jiK atioii for any moa.snres ho might adopt. 

If not proven, the result to the individual from wlioso original statement 
it was found ncecssarv t«.) fra,me tliose thargi s will bo to teach him how dangerous 
it is to trillo witli tlio character of his commanding ollicor. 

1 now, gentlemen, am about to cdmdiule my defence, and before doing so, I must 
tiillyon that I have been four and a lialf months iimler arrest, and was'transportt?d 
from tlic rroviiice of Kutcli to ICurraclieo; but why or wherefore it was never 
otticially comrnuuicated to me, noram I at tliis pre.scut moment aTvairo of ^vllat 
irrogular conduct 1 had been guilty of in any way, and if tliese offences were 
. provml, it strikes me Hint I have been punished enough already by this cruel 
<logradation. If my deicncc lias been tedious, it is from the peculiar ntituro 
nf l,h(‘ eliarge.s, and the constant repetition ohsei vablo therein. Tiiat lediousiiess 
t hope, bo forgiven me, as well as any untiGcossary trouble o(!casioned dur- 
ing th(;se ]n*»)Lracted proceedings. Nearly every oflicer I see in this Court Mar- 
tial is of my own rank in the service. For thirty-four years I have served in tln^ 
Arm}’- and little lliought that at this time I slmiild have been compelled to appmir 
before a l>ody of oi'iicors of smdi tried and known honor and integrity, to answer 
ehargo.s wliicli I trust have been proved frivolous and vexatiou-s. 

Oik; consolation, liowever, remains to me; 1 am sure of a just and true finding 
in your dof isiou. What<‘V<'r'.'it may be, 1 shall bow to it with respect, feeling eon - 
lideut that justice will be dono uk;, whicii will restore rno to my former position, 
which has been dt'gradi.'d in the eyes of my brother officers, that of the Army and 
that of the meii I had the honor to command. 

J have the honor to bo, Ocntlbraon, 

Your most obedient servant, 

(Signed) Thomas Gidlev, Lieutenant Colonel 
Bombay, rird April, 18;)4. 22rid liegimeut N. J. 

Bombn}^ 27th March, 1851. 

— X leave t, lie lepior to request you will obtain jieniiis.'^ioii of llis Kxcelloncy the 
Commander in Chief tliat copic.s of tlic uiidcniicutioiicd Documents he Inmishcil me 
as iioces.sai y to bo alluded to in my dcteiicc. 

1, — lv (t< r iVoie Tdeiitciiant Colonel Sinclair, jn.stifying hi.s cassiiniing the oomin.-md 
f)rtho 'JVoops ill Cuteh, and all subse<iueiit letters oa the subject^ whotber forwarded 
l.hiough the DiVi.sioii or direct. 

2, — Ti.-ttPi- from mo forwarding Lieutenant Kane’s resignation of the Adjutancy 
]5(h Jwcgi.'uent N. J. 

T.ettcr from Division auUiori//mg Lieut. Colonel Sinclair to assume comniaud of the 
troops in Kuldi iu the event of any thing highly irregular being brought to his notice. 

, (Signed) T. Ciulev, Lieut. CuL 

To the Adjutant Gciioral of the Army. 

No. lt;32. 

Tioin Lieutenant Coeoxee J. IIaee, 

Vrpuhf AfJjniuiit-ilinerul of the Anmj. 

T<j Lieutenan 1 -Coi,nNi.E T. Gjdeev, 22iul Kegimciit N. L, llomba}'. 

Sir, — lu iKkuowlcdging the receipt of your letter^ dated the 27th iuataiit, I am 



diiTcfod by the C''‘nin)anil<M'~In-niiief l.o fiirni.^li ynw ^vil,h ropv of (lit- Doruni^'nl r<' 
feMTOil to ill the ‘2ml para thereof, ami to ip.tiiinlo Ihc* reli'iieJ to in the 

Ist ami ilrd parfls are not on llie reoor !:< of tlii , olilee. 

1 have the lionor to he, Sir, your ino.st ul)e;11ent .servant. 

(Sii.j]jed) J. llvi.K, Ihcntenant-CoIoueJ, 
Deputy AdjutunL-deneial of the Army. 

Atllntant-Gcncral’s ofTice, Head (iuarter:;, ) 
j>omhay, 29 l1i iMaieh \ 

] Join bay, 111 at March JS.Vl, 

liave the lionor to aekuowIed-'oHhe ree.'-ipt of your letter, Xn. dated 

l?!)l.h uliiiuo, and its ene'osuros, ;i copy of llio letter solicited iu the seeuiid para of 
my f(>imnuiiieatioii tf) your addre.s.s 27lh idem. 

2ml. — 1 hoi^ to .state for Ilis TiOrd.sidp’ - inforiii.'ition, with reforeneeto my applica- 
tion contained iu tlie jiara marked 1 of my letter aliove referrcnl to, lhat a c( :umuni- 
tavtioii was m.ado liy Lniuteiiant tiolomd Sinclair, wdm hml assumed command of tho 
Iroop.s ill Kntch, that his assumption ofcvimmand and other measures would he justl'. 
lied in future referouee.s on the .suhjeet. ^ 

3rd. — ()f the I'orej^oin" iiiformat ion I am made aware hv rvientciriMt kamio wlio 
at that time was Line Adjutant and wrote (rom the Draft of Liftiit. (hd. .‘’omdair. 

4th — I hci>c to remark witli i<de.ienco to fin* 'h'l par.i of my letter ilated 271 fi iilt. 
th.it T my.se If am aw.aro of h.!\ ini^ ])erused a letter or memo, fiom Divi.sion licivd 
Qu irter.s, aiitliorizinc- iiicnteiiaiit (kdnmd vsirndair to as«mmo commam.1 if ho no)i<-cd 
any hij^iily irre.:;iilar eomluet, hut with reference (t) the sumo i would not fuither 
tr(;spa.s.s on libs Lordship’s utteutioii on thi.s hatter point. 1 have tve. 

('Signed) T. Lieut Col. ‘22nd Itogt. X. 1. 

The Adjutant General of the Army, Doiiibay. 


To THE AnJlITANT-GlCNEKiVL OF TIl'.C AllMY, IklON'A . 

Sin, — I do myself the honor to forward for the information of Tils I^xccdlcncv' 
the Cnmmauder-in-Chief, the accompanying letltir to my addre.s.s from LiciU'maut. 
and Adjutant Kane, of the Jtegiiuent under niy command, soliciting pci iuio.sion to ut- 
sigii the Adjutancy. 

2mL — Adverting to the 2iid and .^r<l paras of Lieutenant Kane's letter, I beg Ic.ava 
to otfer the following explanation.^ : — 

On the morning of tdm 10t.h in.stant, Lieut. Kano laid hi.s letter before me at tha 
Orderly-room, and on asking him to explain the nature of the alleged insult ami ill 
treatment complained of while iu the di.scharge of his duly; he stated th.st J iiad in- 
sulted him once on parade, once in the Lilliard-rooin, and once at the Orderly-room. 

Old.' — I then r0con:m(5ndcd him to recall the 2ud and llrd p.aras of his present 
letter, ami gave him 21 hours to coii.sider of it, us also that I tliougliL his resigning 
the Adjutancy wa.s tlie be.st thing he could do. 

The follow'ing morning at Orderly-room I read over to him Ihc 2iid and 3rd paraa 
of his letter ami told him that he waa mi.stakcii, and it was altogether incorrect, that 
nothing was further from ni}^ thoughts than to ill-treat or insult him, and as to the 
occurrences alluded to in the 3rd para “as having beeli brought to my notice, &e.,’‘ 
they were beyond my comprelien.sion. and I again recommemled him to recall them, 
lie declined, am.! I have coii?5CfiueutIy lortvarded his kucr. 
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1 loave to v^qnoat tliatlils Lordship will bo good enough to accept Lieutenant 
Kumc-’m resignation of the Adjutaiiry of the Ifilh LoginientN. 1. 

4tli. — I beg leav'e further to state that I have for sonic weeks past had occasion 
vci V often to rcpiove lilcMilenant Kane for the pert manner, as also his want of temper 
and the flirtatorial style ho assumed towards nio, and have repeatedly advised, warned, 
und explained to him the conse(|uences it* he p ifsisted in siieh bebavionr, as it was 
vary liopioper and olfonsive to me, and that if he did persist I shoiibl feel myself called 
upon to report hi n to lload Qunrtors. 1 acted thus leniently towards Lieutenant 
Ivnne with the hope that ho would improve. 

otii, — IVieuleuanJ: K ine has boon attentive and zeshnis in the performance of his 
Parade dutbvs, but bis geucral hoiriiig ami bis <letormiiinti')n to [jersist in contradict- 
ing and dictating- to me reinlers liim unfit for the appointiueiit of Adjutant. 

6th. — 'I'lie general tenor of the 2n«l and 3rd paras of tho enclosure appears to me to 
demand uolice in a more serious form, from me, but 1 leave that consideration for His 
L "rdship'a decision. 1 have the honor to be, Sir, your most obedient servant, 

('Signed) T. Gidlev, Coniinaiiding loth Kegt- N. L and Station. 

Camp Bliooj, 21st August 1853. 

ri'uc Copy (Signed) J. IIalk, Lieut. Col., Dept, xldjt. Gonl. of tlie Army. 


After the reading of the Oofenee, there was a point raised, as to whether tho 
Judge Advocate hud the right to impugn the evidence of n witness called l>y 
hiin&elf. On tins subject the pri.suner put in the following plea : — “ Tho 
Judge Advocate proposes to call evidence for tho purpose of falsifying the 
<*vidence of Lieutenant Comyn, upon tho Sevoatli Instance of the First (Charge — 
that witness having biecii originally called by the jiroMecnlion, and permission 
having betm olilainod from ilie Court to cro.ss-examine him as an unwilling evi- 
dence, he is //ofttnl by hi.s evidence, and cannot now, when the defence is closed, 
and ihe prisoner’s mouth sealed, call evidence t«) falsify hi.s own witness. — Tliis 
would be contrary to all rules of evidence.’' The Court was then closed to de- 
cide the point, which w’as given in favor of tho jirosecution. 

Lieutenant Wdinirrl^ht, recalled, and ex.imined on liis former oath. — In Au- 
gust 1853 X was on good terms with Lieutenant Comyn. On the morning of 
the 4th of August, fiieut(MiaMt C^nnyn told me that lOiisigns Loft and Hammond 
were beastly drunk at Colonel Gidley’s at two or three o’clock tliat morning, 
and that he (Colonel Gidley) aceoinpanied them home in a bullock cart. I liad 
two couver.sivtions with Lieutenant Comyn about the middle of September. Mr. 
Comyn roquestc^l mo not to mention the circumstances to anybody; and I 
offered, in the prevsence of llie llevd. Mr. Watson, to give a paper stating that 
ho had done so. Mr. Comyn wi.>hed mo to give him a inodifled statement of 
the circumstances, but I declined to do it. Air. Watson advi.sed me, if called 
upon, to spciik the truth, lie also offered to go to Colonel Gidley, and to teil 
him that Mr. Comyn liad spoken this in confidence. On the second day, both 
Mr. Comyn and myself asked Air. Watson to reque.st Captain Kane not to 
mention the circumstaiKCS wiiich Iliad told him of. To the best of my recol- 
lection Mr. Watson .said that he could’nt do so. Again he advised Air. Comyn, — 
that should he ever be called on, — to speak the truth. IMy. Comyn finished by 
saying he would rather resign the service than give evidence against Colonel 
Gidley, 
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??y the liftve opened :i note to tlie address of Surgeon Elliot. Tlio 

purport of the paper hi which Mr. Coniy.i wishe<l me to give a moditied state- 
mont was, tliat Mr. Comyn thought, that in coiiseixuence ofa letter from Captain 
Kane, some ciuiuiry would be instituted. This paper was not, i imagino, intended 
asovideneo against (Jolonel Gidley. Mr. Comyn intended it to prevent the circum- 
stance being known — so as to put it out of my power to give evidence about 
it. 1 alwiiys told Lientemint Comyn to speak the trntli for his own sake — so has 
the Kev. ^Ir. Watson. The Kev. Mr. Watson told Mr. (lomyn tliat he (Mr. 
C.) would most likedy lose his commission unless he spoke the truth, wlifui 
called upon to do so. Mr. Watson gave IMr. Eraser the same advice that lie 
gave to J/ientenaiit (k)myn, to speak the truth ou all points when put on his' 
oath before the <‘ourt Martial. 

Pnaom-r . — “ Lioutenaut Comyn has positively sworn before this Court, that 
Ensign Loft was not drunk upon the occasion alluded to. lie simjily told you 
feo. Do you, of your onyu knowledge, know which statement is true 

\Viltie$fi — “ I do not. 

/?// the Prisoner. — The note was put into my liand : it was addressed to tlic lalo 
Surgeon IClliot. Eroiii the state in which he was when 1 last saw him — sick, 

I opened llie note, tliinking that Lieutenant Comyn had been taken ill ; th.^t 
was my only reason for opening it. 

Bjf the Court — I was certainly on sulHeiently intimate terms with Licutt 
Comyn at that lime to justify me in opening the note. 

The Reu. Mr, Widsoo, calhH?, and re-examined. — I am acquainted witliLiout. 
Comyn of the 15th Ue!J!t. N. I. rnthenionth of Sept. last, I had three conver- 
uatioiis with J/ieut. Comyn , — one L do not wish bo mention if the Cv>urt (loos not 
wish it. The suiijeet of the conversations at Mr. Wainwriglit’s house was, tho 
drunkcimes.s of Mr. lioft and Mr. Itiimmond at Colonel Gidley \s house, wlieu 
Mr. J.»oft wasotlicer of the day. On the first day'^ I went by accident to Lieut. 
Wainwright’s house, and found Mr. (yoymu there. 1 was apiiealed to by Mr. 
Akhiinwright, as to the paper asked for by i\Ir. Comyn, modifying the eireum- 
stances, which took jilace at Colonel Gidley’s house on the niglit in question, I, 
of course, said, 1 considered it very wrong to do so, and in the course of tho samo 
conversation, IMr. Wainwright said lo Mr. Comyn, Now, I tell you, Comyn, in 
the presence of Mr. Watson, that you told me that J.iOft and Hammond were so 
drunk at Colonel Gidley’s house on that niglit, that they were obliged to be 
taken home by you and Colonel Gidley in Doctor Elliot’s gharry ; and that Mr. 
Loft Avas so bad that he was black in the face, ami it was expected every mo* 
inent ho would get a fit of apO])lexy, .'iiid Colonel Gidley was obliged to lift Mr. 
Loft into the gharry\’’ J\tr. Comyn did not deny the fact of having told Mr. 
Wainwright this ; but only complained of Mr. AVainw right’s breach of confi- 
dence in having told it. I told Mr. Comyn in tlie course of that conversation 
that as ail ollicer, a gentleman, and a Christian, he was bound to tell the truth, 
if called upon to do so. (This was hi reference to tlio procce<Hi)gs which were 
then expected to take place.) Mr. Comyn replied, *‘I would rather resign my 
commission tlian give evidence against Cnlomd Gidley.^’ That is all I recollect 
of that day's conversation. Next day, Mr. AVainwright cainc over to my house, 
mid called me over to his. lie told me, at Mr. Corny u’s request, that both 
he and Mr. AVainwright Avished me to sec Captain Kane, not to bring that 
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as was Uhmi siip[)o<i!(l. I njplieil llial il. \vi)nM bo (jf ih) use to <lo so, even if f 
wore so (lisposeil — which I was not. Diiriiii' tlie evening a {jrrcafc doal Of eoii- 
versatitui tv)nk place which I li lu't retaenihor. A.t the cn<l of the conversation 
J [)i-upose<l to l\rr. Uouiyn tliat I should go to Oolomd Gidley’s and explain to 
him liow he ha<l revealed the circunistanees \vhi(;h liad taken place at Colonel 
Gidley’s house, i^tr. Coinyu replied that lie wouM not for the world have iiio 
go to Colonel Gidloy’s in his present state of mind. 

Prisoner, — “ Whose state of mind?’’ 

ll'fO/c.^s. — “Colonel Gidlcy’aJ’ 

(Question hi/ Pristiiirr. — “irave you^^ since tlie Court has boon sitting, written 
a nolo to one of tlie witnesses, Lientcmant Comyn, acendng liim, in direct terms, 
of the crime of wilful and direct perjury, and if so, are you aware that charges 
liavo been preferred against you for doing so ?” 

ir/Zaesw. — I liojie Ix'foro 1 answer that (inestion, Iho Court will allow mo fo 
explain the circumstances. Some few days ago, T received a note from Mr. 
Comyu, requesting me to return to him a written promise to abstain from all 
intoxicating liquors, as lie was rcstilved from that day fortli to retrac.t his pro- 
mise, or words to tliat (dlcct. 1 wrote a note in these w6rds, as far as 1 can re- 
collect; — “ iMy dear i\Ir. Comyn. Iii answer to your note, requesting tlie return 
■of the document relative to your abstinence from intoxicating liquors, I feel 
it my duly to refuse to return it. You must not bo surprised, after the evi- 
dence you have given that 1 do not come jiersonally to otler my advice. 1 feel, 
no anger towards yon for that testimony, and 1 ])ray God to grant you 
repentance. If you wish to consult me you will find me at my tent.” [ was not 
aware of charges having been sent against me. jMr. AVaiinwriglit told me that 
]\lr. Comyn had done so ^ but 1 tbongbt that he was only joking. 

Question hi/ Vnsoucr, — “Witnesses are not allowed in Court during tlicse 
proeoedings. Yrom whom did you learn tho nature of the evidence which 
Lieutenant Comyn gave ? 

— I don’t recollect. It is an open Court, and the evidence of witnesses 
is known to every one. 

The Court then adjourned till Saturday the 8th, to allow the Judge Advocate 
time to prepare a rcqily to the Defence. 


TWENTV-PIKTII DAY, S.A.TUHl)AY, 8th MARCH, 1854. 

The Court assomblod precisely at 11 o’clock, after which tho Deputy Judge 
Advocate proceeded to read the following 

Kkjoinder. 

-Mr. DincsiDnsT and Gkxtlkmkn, — I n availing my.self of the privilege of making 
a Keply to tho Defence sot up by Coloiud Gidley, I shall mu impose upon luysolf 
the task of recapitulating the* whole of tho evidence adduced iu connexion with 
tho cluirga.s ; — Inrsi^ Bocauso such a course would have tlie;eflect of extending this 
address far beyond tho limits within which I wish to coufino it; and, Secondly^ Be- 
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causp, the Court when clc.sod to deliborate on tlioir verdict nill have an opportuni - 
ty of roiiowiiig tlicir ac<pi lintance witlj any points whi<*!i may, possibly iitive es- 
(;ap()d their rceo'loctloii. Ne‘Vt'rtlieless, tliert^ arc certain portions of that evi- 
dence, which, from tlicir contradiiftory n itnro, and the consiupKmt doubt and 
oi):;curity ill whic.lj they arc involvetl, will demand mature considerntion; and on 
these, — tluMi;^l^desirin;^’ to bo as brief as possible sliall he compelled, I iVar, to 
trespass at some len;^t]i on the patienc.; of the Court, b’or tins the cxlnuuc im- 
portance of tlic several subjects discii-ssc'd must plead my excuse. 

lielore proceedin';* to the consideration of any of these siihiects. Micro is a very 
material point on wluLdi, as boiiir; intimately connected with the whole '^f them, 
I would bo,:»' to oiler a few observations. 

One most extraordiiiaiy feature which this trial presents, and one whicli cannot 
liavo (?seapcd the notice of tlie Court, is the fa<;t, that. — witli tlie excejitiou o f 
Ijiciitenaut bh’ascr, every \vitness adduced by C'>lou;)l Cidli'y is neue or less im- 
plicated in those instances tjf ileliiKpieucy, which formed i hc suhjeijt of l,ho ompii- 
ryjuit terminated. The position in which Lieut nunts l/iiirie, C.jmyii, an<l 
Ensigns Hammond and Loft have placed, i>r found them-jclves placed in connexion 
witli tlie (;liar;;es pn^fm’rcd a'^aiiist Colonel (didlo5'', is one, no doulit, ofa hi^’iily 
CMubarrassiu!;*, as well as a very distrossiip.^ nature?; while mulvinp; ail due .allow- 
ance for the iulliieuee wdiicli this mrst painful cirvtuaHt inco m iy have* exereisutl 
on the iestinony severally ad'ord.Ml by tliem, — iir.it bel'ore the Court of Impiiry, 
and afterwards on tlu' present trial, -~it bocoui 's my duty to draw the attention of 
the (Jourt to the necessity of receivin.i;* with a due share; ol'limitalioii and distnrit 
the evid(?nc'.; of a party accused of an odenee in favor of another party who is 
j)laced upo^ii his trial for sufferin'^ that otience to pass uuchockeil and unpunished. 
On tills point 1 shall li ive oi;casion, before closing tlie pre.umt address, to make 
some further remarks. — In the meantime, it. may not be out of place here to olfei* 
a few observatioiH ou the manuer in whicli these oiiicers lioiitrivod to place them- 
selves in the unfin’tunato position abovementioneil. 

It will be in the recollection of the Court, that after closing the oral (‘xamina- 
tinn of liis witnesses, Colonel (Jidley put in, as a part of case the Defence, an nn- 
tluuiticnted copy oi‘a letbu*. dated the 8th Sept., 18515, addr('ssi;d by hiinselfto ilie 
Assistant Adjutarit Gem^ral, SSeindo Uivishm of the Army. At the end of that 
letter there is sx (pin.stion in tlie following terms, which was proposed to the otli- 
<■('1*5, eight in number, then pre.sent at Kegimcntal Head Quarters, assembled for 
the purpose in ths Mess-room: — 

Question , — Have yon nt any time n!>serve<l any intemperance or drunkenness on 
tlie part of any of your biothui* ollic'rs at tlie IMess fliniicr tabic, or in the Lil- 
liai'il-room at Jihooj ? and if so, be good enough to state it. 

To this ([U(?stion the late fSnrgeoii Klliot gave tlie guarded reply, — “not that ( 
recollect;’’ — while Licutouauts l.,aurie, Comyn, 'fliompson, and Eraser, and Kn- 
.signs Loft and Hammond answered umpialiriediy, — “no; T have not.’’ — Only one 
officer (Lieutenant Stilernan,) wfiosc name was m^t mixed up in any way willi 
the alleged instances of iii temperance wms present on that oi:ca.si;)n; and he on 
the ijiieslion being put to him replied, “yes; in the case of Lieutenant Laurie in 
the Billiard-room.” 

Coiisideroil only with reference to numbers, and tipart from the acensation.s 
afterwards brought in a more formal and tungihh; shape against Doctor Llliot, 
Jhentenants Laurie, Comyn, and Thomp.son, and Knsigtis Loft and I lamrnend, the 
preponderance of evidence regarding tlio alleged intcmp(?ranee and low lone pre- 
vailing among some officers of the corps, was so decidoiliy in favor of the writer 
of that letter," that it may not, ul lirst bight, appear surpTising that the letter shuiilil 
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have bcon forwarded for the consideration of His Excelloiicy Hie Commander -ni- 
Chief, by whose order Colonel Gidley had been required to report upon the siib- 
joct. 1 have used the quiilifyinj^ phrase, “a/ fi-st sights'* because had Colonel 
(lidley roUooLed, that ftre, if not six, out of those eii^ht o'linnrs, had boon charged 
with acts of intempcninoe, while four others, — Major Watkin, Lieutenant Kane, 
Lieutenant Coles, and Lnsign WaiurigLt,— 'wlm had already brought some of thoso 
nets to his notice wore uuavoidabW absent on duty or sick certificates; — and that 
a morn searching investigation than any which bad previously taken place, ^vas 
not only probable but highly possible, it is but reasonable to suppose tliat be would 
have hesitated before sending that letter,— at least, in its present suicidal state. 
Send it, liowevor, be did; and Lieutenants Laurie, Comyn, Thompson, and Fraser, 
and Ensigns Loft and ILimmond, by allowing the answer to be recorded which 
appears against each of their names at the bottom of that letter, became, from that 
moment, committed to svipyiort the cause of Colonel (iidlcy against all who were 
prepared to depose to the prevalence of intemperance in the Keginient. Of the 
nature, extent and value of that support, the Court will have an opportunity of 
forming their own opinion ; bearing in mind that one of the^e supporters of Colo- 
nel Gidley moved bv remorse, and, let us hope, real contrition, lins unsaid on oath 
wdiftt lie stated when unsworn, — while the testimony of another, Lieutenant Coinvn, 
has been proved by two credible witnesses, to be utterly valueless for legal pur- 
poses. 

As regards the First Instance of the First Charge, there is only one point on 
whicli 1 think it neijessarv to offer any remarks, viz., tlio strc'ss which lias hecn 
laid on certain trifling variation or discrepancies, as they have been termed, in tho 
Gvidonces of the witnesses adduced on (he prosecution. 

On this point! I would jheg the Court to bear in mind one important fact, — 
Ihe length of time which bad elapsed since tho circumstances took place before 
iho parties who were prtjsent were called upon to depose to them. The dinner at 
Major Jacob's was given, as the Court arc aware, in tho mouth of January lSo3^, 
und it was not till October or Noveu\h<*r, a period of nine or ten imintdis, that the 
conduct of Dr. FiUiot on that occasion became the subject of invcistigation |>y the 
Court of Kn'piirv of which Colonel Siiudair wns Pre.sideut. During this long pe- 
riod, no notice wliatevc’r, official or otherwise, appears ti) have been taken (if the 
mailer, — what w’ondcr, then, that those who had witnessed the occurrences should 
jiot have retained in Mieir recolh'ction every minute yinrtie.nlar connected with tire 
latter? *::>uch slight lapses of memoiy, such partial romembrauee of facts hmg 
i^ince accomplished,— so far from invalidating the testimony of witnesses whose 
credit is otherwise unimpeuchalde, — is one of the strongest proofs of their Iio- 
’ nesty of purpose, and, consequently one of the most powerful claims on our reliance 
in their Rlatemcnls. 

When wicked men conspire together to com])ass an object by means of false 
swearing it is always observed that their depositions, — prepared beforehand witli 
cqnt^orted care, — concur in every possible respect; — in the most minute and 
trifling, as well as in the most prominent particulars. — But honest men, when 
called upon to depose to facts within their own personal knowledge, — actirig wnth- 
ont concert or combination, — -relate (ho.so facts u.s they cah host recall them to 
theiV minds, according to the impr(?ssion they may have made at the time, and 
the powers of momory with which they may have been respectively endowed. 

Hear what one of the most able witness on the Law of Evidence lays down on 
' ibis subject, as a guide to thos(i who may be required, in the course of a judicial 
investigation, to decide on tlie weight to b(Mittached to statements in which such 
' trifling variaticuis or discrepancies occur : — 

“A difference between witncss(!s in points of little importance.” says Mr. Phillips, 
** aflbrds no reason to suspect their veracity. These variation.^ in testimony oc- 
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cur «?m‘y (lay ill the transactious of commott life, aiul ui iy be explained on th® 
('(ournoiiest priooiples of iituuau nature. Men relate fificti> as they observe and re- 
member thorn, anti the powers of attention, observation and laornory are inliaitely 
diversified. A tiiftcren(!(j in the manner of relatinij unimportant circumstances is 
perfectly natural, and what mi;^ht be expected in the ordinary course of things: — 
on the contrary, it is the exact coincidence*ia minute particulars that shows cott- 
trivance, and excites suspicion.” 

If it be contended that the difTerent circumstances, dc^posed to by the witnesses 
on the pro.scciiti()n, were important facts in connexion with this instance of the 
charge, my answer is, that they wore not so at the time they oceiirrcd when 
no one present at Major Jacob’s table could have had the remotest idea that the 
conversation then going on would ever form the siiliject of a ju'licial imiuiry ; and 
which, as wo have already seen, it did not do till after a lapse of nine or ten 
niontlis. The rticollccti'Ui, therefore, of certain cireuiustances by some of the 
parties, and the non -remembrance of them by others, may very properly be con- 
sidered as coming within tho category of those cases referred U» by Mr. 
rhillips. 

Tho notice taken of tho Second Instance of the First Charge, in Colonel Gidley’s 
writUni Address, is confined to an assertion that none of the witnesses pretend to 
say that he saw Lieut. Oomyii on his way to the Durbar, follow(?d by certain illi- 
beral relb'ctioiis on two of the witnesses for the Frosocution, Captain Kane, and 
Miijor Watkin. 

It is quite true that Colonel Giditjy did not see Lieutenant Comyn on his way 
to the Durbir, — but on tlnj subsequent occurreuees, — Lieut. Gomyii’s farewell 
note to Colonel Gidley previous to coiuinittiiig suicide. — Colonel Gidley’s visit to 
him in the evening, — his being entrusted to Ensign Wainright’s care, till Colonel 
(iidloy ainl Ur. Llliot came and took him away at half past ten at niglit, — the sud- 
den manner in wliicli ho was sent oil* to Mandavie on Medi(;al Certificate fora 
disordtu’ “supposed to be .syphilitic,” — and tho proposal of the Junior U 111 cor s to 
buy out Lieutenant Comyn, — on all these facts, recorded on the proceedings of 
tills trial, till) written Address of Colonel Gidley, for reasons best known to himself, 
preserves the most guarded silence. 

The illiberal relloctioQS made on Captain Kane and Major Watkin, in connexion 
with this IiLstance oftlio Charge, are couched in the followiag terms ; — 

“ I must not, however, omit to notice, that both Major Watkin and Lieutenant 
Kaiic state positively that I was not aware of tho state Lieutenant Comyn was in* 
Lieutenant Kane states that he reported to Major Watkin and not tome, as his duty 
should have dictated to him, and Major Watkin took upon himself to send Lieut. 
Comyn home without reporting the eireumstaiice tu me. llow can this extraor- 
dinary conduct on the part of both otliecrs be accounted fur ? in no other way 
than this, — J.iciit. Kano hud made up Iiis mind that Major Watkin should com- 
mand the Uegi merit, and himsedf (Captain Kaue^ be virtually the Commundmg 
OlKcer. lie had gained his first step in securing the Adjutancy six days prevU 
ously. liis Avish was father to the thought, and ho was so led away by his own 
ideas, as actually to forget, for the time being, the existence of such a person as 
Colonel Gidley, I arn sure 1 need not remind this Court, that whatever Lieute- 
nant Kano said Major Watkin obeyed.” 

Setting aside the distorted accounts here given of the motives by which tha 
Second in Command and the Adjutant were actuated on that occasion. Col. Gidley 
appears not to have known, or to have forgotten, that iu employing the terms of 
unjustifiable invective that tarnish this portion of his written Address, the injury 
which he evidently intended to inflict on Major Watkin and Captain Kane, w 
likely to recoil with redoubled force on hiaiseif, Leit he should never have seen, 
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or Ikivo iIh; remarks cjonLunod in parn^-rapli 77 pago 16 of tlio Rules 

for Ihe gimliuico of Courts Muitiul, on tliis subjeet, 1 will rciid them to him ; — 

“ III drawing up his address, the rrisoiier should avoid unwarranted rocriminu- 
tion, and the Prosecutor illilieral rclhietituis on the Witnesses, and most particu- 
larly the impeachment of any person’s vliarncar not a party to the trial, when 
hiic.h a course woidd he irrelevant ainl*unm;ccss:iry, — a line of pimceciling wliie.h 
might weaken hut could not stnuigth his dolViiee, ami which is caleulated t<> 
make an onfavourablo impression on tbe coidinning authority, who may thus 
he prevented extending that lenity to him, which his case might othi'rwisi? admit 
of.” 

Hear, also, what rionoral KenniMh’, wIim, for nearly a rpi ivtcr of a century, lill- 
rd the ulficc of Judge Advocate ( Jmcral of the Ronihay A.rin 3 % says on the same 
subject : — 

“But, altliougli a Court of Paw randy interferes wifli the Trisoncr’s address 
to the Court, still no Prisoner is eves* allowed to iiitiauliKM} iultj it tlio names of 
]>ersons who an: uol oiicernoil in the trial; and yhere is also a certain decorum 
which ought always to he oi»Si‘rved in its style and exju’cssion. Olliiaus, lunvever, 
and not young ollicors only, are too often led, from rc:sentmimt:, or IVoni a desire 
of making a very fdoquent and impressive* ajipeal to the leelings of the Court, to 
forget what the real object of a deienco is, and to imUiIgo tliGinselves in a variety 
of topics perf'dM'tly foreign to the* suhjecl, and not unlVeqmmtly in nugeneroLU and 
personal rollcetions on the witnosse^, and irrelevant ri-eriuMnations on the Prose- 
cutor. But the writer of these pages can assure them, from a pretty long expe- 
rience, that such defences, instead of proving beuefunal to the Prisoner, always 
tend to leave an impression nnfavi*rablc to him in the mind of the Court, and that 
there is more than one instanrMgwhcrc the King has commanded an Ollicer’s name 
to be struck out ol' the list of the Army solely on account of tlic intemperance of 
his Defence.'’ 

As regards the Third Instance of tho Pirst Charge, Col. Gidley rests his justi- 
fication on the severe reprimand wliicli he jissiired the Court lie liad administer - 
od to Ensign Loft. Who was present on that <»ccasion ? Neither tho Second 
in Command nor tin* Adjutant ; but only the medical ofTioer of tiio corps, whoso 
name is mixed up witli so many of tlie instances of dolinqnoncy, which formed 
the subject of enquiry before this (kuirt. And what effect did this severe repri- 
mand produce on Eusigti LofP.s fiiturt* conduct ? Lot the ailegatien contained in 
the Fourth and tifeventh Instances of the Kirst Charge furnish tho answ(*r. With- 
out slopping to expatiate on tlic conilicting epithets applied by (’ol. Gidley and 
i'nsign Loft to this reprimand, — one calling it “ severe,’* while tho other de- 
eribed it as “ kind,’' — and leaving the (Joiirt to form their own opinion as to the 
expediency of severely reprimanding an ofl'iccr for an act, the result of an uHeged 
natural infirmity, I shall proceed to notice the account which Colonel Gidley' gave 
of the transaction, in paragraph ! of his letter of the 8tli September llioJ, written 
for the information of llis Excellency' tho Commandcr-in-Chief, and an answer on 
the samo subject by Ensign Loft to a question asked him -by the Court on tho 
nineteenth day of its assembly. 

“ One day,” says Colonel Gidley, “ dining with Major Jacob, Political Agent, 
several officers of the Uegt. being present” [not a word, it will be observed, about 
the ladies dining there,] “ Ensign Loft fell asleep at table. — He presently left 
tlie room * [the fact of his being carried out <d’it being carefully suppressed,] “ and 
was sent home. On rising from ta'^le I wont out witli tin* intention of calling the 
Adjutant” [out where ? the Adjutant was at the table,] “ .and directing bitn to 
inquire into tho cause of Ensign L«'ft’s behaviour, and, if it had been iritem- 
poranoc to have placed him und*ranvst.” Ensign Loft, when asked by tlie Court, 
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it- nppoav i<> you a Iiavsli or u kiml (<> mprimaiiil an oiru'er, and foroo 

liiin tij write; an ;4)ul(i'j;y for fallin;; !»sle(;p witliout ail}' fault of his ?” replied, “ 1 
heliove tliat CoIoul*! Gidloy w is first undor ilio impriissiou that I was tlie worse 
for liquor.’’ Tho sovorr*, yet kind reprimand, on wliiidi so much force has been 
laid, luivin^ been oii;;iiially fiTouudod on this impression* how comes it that Colo- 
iicd Gidley did «of place Ensign Eoft under arrest ? 

There is one other point connected with the Third Instance of tlie First Charge, 
on which I had intended offering some remarks,— viz., an attempt to impeach the 
veracity of Captain Kane, in regard to a note said to have been written by him 
directing Ensign Loft’s attendance at Colonel Gulley’s quarters. The evidence 
on the cro.ss-exainiinition however, having shown that the note cxisIlmI only in 
the imaginations of the witnesses for the Lefeucc, and Coloiud Gidley in his 
written Address having passed it over in silence, 1 will not trespass on the time 
V of the Court with any further notice of it. 

The Fourtli and Fifth Instances of the First Charge do not appear to me to call 
for any particular ohservatinus ; and I shall, tlierofjre, leave the decision of the 
Court regarding them to rest upon the evidence nicorded on the proceedings of 
the trial. 

The only point in connexion with the Sixth Instance of the Charge which I 
think it necowssary to notice is another attempt to impeach the veracity of Captain 
Kane, in the case of Lioutenant Laurie's written statoment respecting the oc- 
ciinences in the lIiUi;ird-rooni on the night of the Idtli August 1853. On tho 
subject of this statenicnt, a good deal of desultory, and, I fear, irrelevant testi- 
mony was alloived to be recorded : — tho real facts may be compressed into much 
Jos.s space. At the Orih'rly-rooni held on tho loth August 1853, where Captain 
Kane and Major IVatkin were foi- some time before the arrival of Lieutenant 
Laurie, tho statement of the latter was read, or, rather, explained, by Colonel 
Gidley ; wlio knowing that c'aptain Kane inleiidcd taking olTicial iiotico of Lieut. 
Laurie’s conduct, appears to have added what w'as not in tho written statement 
itself, that Captain Kano, besides accusing Lieutenant Laurie of being in liquor, 
bad threatened him with a t.kmrt iMarkial. Tiiat such was tho impression left on 
tho mind of Captain Kane, that oilicer has told the Court ; and Major Watkiii 
could have corroborated it, had not the evidence for the Prosecution on this In- 
stance of tho Charge already (?xtended to such a length, that Lwas induced to 
refrain from calling him. Should tho Court desire to have the ^evidence of Major 
AVatkin on this point, it is still open to them to do so. When Captain Kane learnt 
that Lieutciiaiit Laurie had charged him Avith threatening him Avitli a Court Mar- 
tial, he fonvardod a Menioranduni to Colonel Gidley, denouncing the aceusatiou 
as prcmoditatedly false, and it was not until an Oi'derly-room was held on tho 
20th August, that Captain Kane was iiudoceivcd, Lieut. Laurie then denying that 
there was any such expression in his written statement, and Col. Gidley adding 
that ho imagined there liad been. This point, likowiMO, is susceptible of proof, should 
the Court wish to call for it ; hut the two following questions will. I think, SQi’Vo 
to set the mattiT coinplctly at rest:— Kws/, If Captain Kane had been allowed to 
read Lieutenant Laurie’s statement at the Orderly-room of the 15lh August, or 
otherwise made acquainted with its real contents, is it likely, — nay, is it possible, 
— that he Would have denounced tho accusation us a premeditated ly false one, when 
the statement itsfdf was inexistence to confute liis assertion ? Secondly — If 
(Jolonel Gidley. himself did n^it leave the erroneous impression, regarding tho 
tlireat of a Court Martial, on the mind of Captain Kano, how comes it that he>did 
not-imdecoive the latter immediately on the receipt of his Memorandum, or place 
him in arrest for preferring so grave and, —as it would in that case have heeu,— 
wholly unfounded charge against Licuteiiaiu Laurie ? 
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fttUmpling; to establish the ollegation contained in the Seventh Instance of 
the First Charge, I was compelled unavoidable circumstances to relj^ upon the 
testimony of two parties, who, as we have already seen, had bound themselves to 
support the cause of Colonel Gidley, and who were, in consequence, unfriendly 
to the case for the Prosecution. Having been permitted by the Court to put lead- 
ing questions to them, under the provisions of paragraph 167, page 20 of the 
Rules for the guidance of Courts Martial, I succeeded in extracting from Lieut. 
Coitjyn and Ensign Hammond a stock of infermatiou, which, though not amount- 
ing to direct legal proof, is sufficient presumptive evidence, — as I hope to be able 
to show, — to carry conviction to every unbiased mind. 

The allegation in this Instance of the Charge is, — that Ensign Loft, wdien on 
duty as Officer of the Day, was at the quarters of Colonel Gidley in a state of 
intoxication, without any serious notice, official or otherwise, having been taken 
of the matter. Let us now carefully re-considor the uuw'illing, but not altogether 
unconvincing, testimony adduced in support of it. 

Ensign Hammond W’as the first witness called, and after no less than five ques- 
tions had been employed to elicit the fact, he reluctantly admitted ’that he was 
at Colonel Gi(llev’’s quarters one evening when Ensign Loft was there as Officer of 
the Day, and when Lieutenant Ooniyn was also present. Though asscrling in 
the lAost positive terms that Ensign Loft was perfectly sober on that 
occasion, he was candid enough to acknowledge that Jn'eutcnant Comyn 
took Ensign Loft’s duty for him, assigning as a reason, that tlio latter felt 
very sleepy. I have said “candid enough,"’ when perhaps “imprudent 
enough'’ would have been the more ^propriate expression, for could the 
witness have had any idea of the effect which the rest of his exami- 
nation must have produced on the mind of every unprejudiced person 
who heard it, he w'ould, 1 think, have hesitated before making the admission, and 
confined himself to one of those non mi ricorJo answers, for vvhicli his evidence on 
this trial, when under severe cross-examination, is so remarkable. And what \vas 
the information which the vest of his examination elicited ? Briefly tliis ; — That 
although after twelve o’clock at night, there were no ordinary duties for the (n*- 
derly officer to perform, while extraordinary calls upon his attention wore voiy 
unfrequent at Bhooj, Ensign Loft, who was only sleepy and might have gone to 
sleep whenever he liked, thought it necessary before doing so to ask his Command- 
ing Officer’s permission to make over his dnty to another officer. It is true that, 
when asked whether such a circumstance did not strike him as singular, the wit- 
ness allow'cd that “itwas rather odd”; but the additional reason assigned by him in' 
the same answer is odder still, — viz , “I wish to add, that Ensign Loft accompanied 
me to Colonel Gidley’s in Dr. Elliot’s cart, and we intended coming away togetlier. 
Ensign Loft remarked ro me,-— ‘don’t hurry yourself on my account, 1 feel tired, 
and wilHie down till you arc ready.’ Alter that he asked the question of (he 
Colonel for Lieutenant Comyn to take his duty.’' — So, because Ensign Hammond, 
nlthough itwas then midnight, wished to keep up the conviviality of the party, 
Ensign Loft,— who was less hilariou.sly disposed, but did not desire to curtail his 
friend’s enjoyments, — could not lie down for an hour or two, and indulge in one of 
those somnolent fits, to which he is said to be so subject; without first asking his 
Commanding Officer’s permission to transfer his duty to another ! Is it not air 
insult to the understanding of every military man, — even to the Ensign whose 
period of service has been confined to the performance of half a year’s regimental 
duty, — to demand his implicit reliance on such a preposterous statement as tliis ’? 
In the Field, and even on some Garrison Guards, the officer on duty is required to 
romain oh the alert during the whole night;— but whore is the Regulation, — where 
nny Regimental Standing Order, — forWdding the Officer of the Day to retire to 
vest when the performance of his ordinary duties had drawm to a close ? 



Theeviilonce of f.ieiitonank Coni 3 'n aifords still strongor grdun<l thnn liiat 
of Ensign Ilntnmond, for drawing a conclusion directly tlie- contrary of thdt which 
the witness intended to convey ; — and this for reasons which will presently appear 

After confirming the statement of Ensign Hammond, with respect to Eu sign 
Loft’s sleepiness and the transfer of duty, this witness deposes to certain other 
circumstances to which I would entreat thft Court to give their most earnest atten- 
tion. From the examination of Ensign Hammond we learnt that he and Ensign 
Loft were on the most intimate terms; that they had lived together at different 
periods; that, for society’s sake, even when occupying separate houses, Ensign. 
Loft would stay for two or three days with Ensign Hammond;— and that, on the 
evening referred to in this Instance of the Charge, they both went to Colontd 
Gidley’s and intended returning together, according to Lieutenant Oomyn’s ow’ti 
account, he was not on intimate terms with either of them; and Ensign Loft 
begs him to take his duty, instead of asking his friend, Ensign Hammond, although 
the latter, be it retnembered, intended remaining at Colonel Gidley’s till the chat-i' 
ting, and the singing, and cheroots, and the cold brandy and water, which Lieute- 
nant Comyn told us made up the sum cf that evening's happiness, should coase to 
possess further attraction, when ho and Ensign Loft were to leave the house to- 
gether — M jwIc what followed! — about 3 o’clock in the morning, the revels at- 
Colonel Gidloy’s terminated, aild tlie whole party, consisting of the Colonel, Lieu- 
tenant Comyn, Ensign Hammond and Ensign Loft left the house in Dr, Elliot’s 
bullock-cart. For the two latter lo go away together, as previously agreed upon, 
was natural enough, and need not, therefon;, eweite surprise or suspicion ; — but 
whence the necessity for Colonel Gidloy and Lieutenant (>>inyn to accompany 
them ? We shall be duly onlighteuod on this point, before wo liave gone much fu-rtlicr 
into the matter, VV'hatovcr state Lieutenant Comyn may have been in when going 
to the Durbar in the month of April preceding, lie appeargd to luive been quite 
sober oil tlie present occasi(»ii, and recollected a very material circuiristanco which 
has cither escaped JCnsigri Hamnioud’s memory, or his memory, most probably, at 
that time, was not in a tit state to receive and retain. — According to Lieutenant 
Comyn’s account, the party proceeded, in the first instance, to the house of Ensign 
Hamm<»nd, which that otlicor and Colonel Gidlcy entered, Lieutenant Comyn and 
Ensign Loft going on to the house of the latter in the bullock cart. The distance 
from Colonel Gidley’s house to Ensign IlaiumoiuVs, the Court will remember, wa$ 
about one hundred, and to Ensign jA)ft‘s about one hundred and forty, yard?. — 
Ensign Hammond when asked whether any of his companions aliglUed at his 
house, replied, “ I t*liink not;'’ and, in answer iiig to the next question, .whether ho 
could speak with certainty’ upon that point, he said, “ no, T cannot/’ I leave the 
Court to draw the necessary inference as to Ensign Hammond’s condition on tliat 
occasion; and how far it iiilliienceil Ensign Loft in asking Lieutenant Coiuyu to 
take his duty, or what effect it may have had when inducing Lieut. Co,wy,u 
to beg Colonel Gidlcy to bo allowed to do so. Unless the Court arc prepared to 
place implicit reliance on that part of Lieut. Comyn’s evidence in which he cpolly 
and briskingly told them that he himself went in a bullock cart, at 3* o’clock in 
the morning, a distance of one hundred and forty, and Colonel GidJey’s ope, 
hundred yards, with no otUeV obj<!ct in view than the pleasure of the ride itself I 
am at a loss to conjecture what conclusion can be arrived at, under all the piv- 
cumtsances just detailed, than that Ensign Loft and Hammond were b»jth in such aq 
helpless >state of inebriety as to render it necessary for Colonel Gidley audLleuL . 
Comyn to see them home and put them to bed. . . 

For obvious reasons, I shall not lay any stress on the statement; made by Limit* 
Comyn to Ensign Wainwright, as affording direct legal proof of the allegation 
contained in the Seventh' Instance of the First Charge. At the same timelmust 
beg the Court to bear in mind that that statement was made by Lieut. Comyn to 
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an intimate friend on tlio morning following the revels at (Jolonel (inlloy's, Avlieii 
the facts w(?re quite fresh in his ret^ollection, and when lie could have had no ob- 
ject wlnUevor in distorting those facts, or deceiving that frieiUl. 

The Court hardly requires to ho reminded that, in the unavoidable absence of 
direct proof, the Law adinita as conclusive, such a degree ol’ circiunsttintial or pre- 
sumptive evidence as is calculated to produce what is called “ moral (sertainty.” — 
Capt. Simmons, in his Treatise on Military Law, (pioting from 15eceorin, a distin- 
guiahecl Italian Juris Consul, has the following observations on this subject : — 

“ Presumptive proof docs not depend on direct testimony; it is an effect produced 
by the concurrence of circumstances given in Evideiua;, which common sense 
points out ns tending to a probable result ; it is an inftM*ence that a partieulnr fact 
has taken place j a consequemeo or conclnsion, to which the mind is led, from the 
ordinary or probable effects resulting from certain causes ;or which the mind ar- 
rives at, by a comparison of results with causes.^’ — And, speaking of moral certain- 
' Captain Simmons adds — 

“It has been well observed by the author above quoted that moral certainty is 
nothing more than improbability, but probability, smdi as is termed cerLiinty, bo- 
causo every man of sense assents to it necessarily from habit springing from the 
necessity of action and preceding all speculative ilieory. — Thence ho argues, 
tJiat the certainty which is required to convict an offender, is precisely that which 
inlluences or detoriiiines every man in the most important a(;ts of his life ; he 
remarks that this moral certainty is more easy to feel than aceurately to 
define ; and so completely does he consider that moral certainty is the 
effect of feeling, or study, or the application of acijiiircfl theories, that ho prefers 
as less fallible, igiioraiiee judging from feeling, than science deciding from thought 
and rellectiou.’’ After quoting as above. Captain Simmons conedudes his obser- 
vations on circumstantial, or i>rosumptivc evidence iii the following terms: — 

“ A coneouvse of well autlieuticated ineidents ma}^ in some oases, carry as clear, 
or even a clearer, oouvictioii to the mind than positive testimony imconrirmed by 
circumstances could have done: —cirniimsl<in(u\s cannot lie. Presumptive evideiuu; 
must, notwithstanding, be over hold as a secondary kind of ])roof, and only to he 
allowed when the fact oaiuiot be proved directly ; ft should he admitted cautiously, 
aiul when received should bo sueli as to exclude a rational probability of iii- 
iioc<!ince.’’ 

Leaving the decision of tlie Court on the First Instance of the Second Cliarge to 
be regulated by the evidence ro(u»rdod on the prooeedingH, I shall proceed to the 
consideration of the Second and last Instance. 

Of all the acts of delinquency which Colonel Gidley has boon taxed with al- 
lowing to pass unchecked and unpuuishcd, the one wliieh forms the subject of this 
instance is, by far, tiie grossest ami the gravest, iniring many years experience 
ol the proceedings of iNiililary tribunals, no paralledease has over come uudor my 
notice; and from the povuliar character of the testimony adforded in laggard to it, 
the Court ill arriving at their verdict, will bo roipiircd to exercise tlie utmost 
amount of care, caution, and consideration. 

In proof of the alleged indecent attack on the late Dr. Klliott, T was ril)lo to 
adduce only one witn(;s.s, Ideiit. lloskisis of the Artillery, wlmsc* (‘videnco must he 
fresh ill the recollection of the (k>urt to render it unnocessarry for me to recapi- 
tulate It here. From the full, clear, and impartial nature of the statement made 
by that officer,' no one Avho hoard it, unbliiuled by prejudice or uninflafiiced by in- 
terest* could, Pthink, roas.-uiahly entertain a doubt of its correctuoss. But when 
in addition to this powerful claim on his belief, the hearer was certified of the 
highly honourable character of the w itness admitted by two of the very parlies 
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wiioni ho Imd no amoniil, of connLor tosllinony, unlos.>3 of a character 

im i in ixmchablo, could poiaihly bliako the conlidcucc originally reposed on 
llmt.stiitonn-nt. 

'r(» rohufc the ovidonoo fd’ rdonf Ifoskins, tliive witnesses W'orc callod 
on Mio part of tiie dohiiico, JacniU '^i’lioin pson, I’nsign iramniond, and 
lOisi^n holt. 'Jdioso olliccrs, tivj^ethor with Dr. Klliot and Dolonel Gidley, 
wIk.to the only parties in tin; IVilliard-rooui when Dient, Hoskins en- 
forod it'on tin' ooeasiini j-olorred to, a fact such ns will sniliciently account for 
my iiialiiliiy to tuldiicc more than a siir^le wittu'ss in support of the accusation. 

Upon the nature of the (estiinony aHordial by Lieutenant Thompson, Ensign 
llainiiiond ami Ensign Ijoft, the manner Iw W'hieh it was given — ami llie impres- 
sion ])ro(hK‘e(l by it on my owji mind, I dare not trust inysidf to expatiate. And 
when weighing it against that of l/ieid. il<»skins, I would not only wish to repeat to 
tin* t/oiirt theeaiitioii alri'ady given, — toreeoivo with adiie share of limitation and 
I he evidenei; of ptirtie.s d<‘posing on tlic subject of their own delinquencies; 
hot likewise, Ix'g them to submit llm point to the only elVective test which under 
llio peculiar eireiinifttanei's of 1 ho case, is nt their command, — vi/. the motive by 
uliieli each w'itin.’ss could have l)een actu.ated in allordingbis testimony. 

And tirst h't me apply this test t<j the (‘vid«'nco of Lieut. Hoskins. It has been 
admitted, both by I jisign Hammond and Ensign Loft, Unit they are acquainted 
with Lieut. I loskins ; and that during that acquaintance,' they had never knowni 
him eoinmit nor had thc'y ever heard him aecused of liaving coirimittod, any aidion 
wliieli a geiith'in^m of well n'gulated mind and manners could have reason to blush 

for. Wiiat iMotivi*, tlien, but a desire to tell the truth, and further the ends of 

justice, could pnssilily have iinpcih'd Lieut, llo.skiiis to pursue tile course he 
did? nis highly lumoufuble nature would have recoiled with horror from act- 
ing olln'V’wis(*, had even his dearest iutere*;ts (supposing such a thing possible) 
n.qiiired liim to depart one imdi from the strict line of duty in regard to the dic- 
tates ol‘ tnitli. IJow mncli less likely, then — nay, how utterly irnposaible, — that 
he sliould voluntarily come forward, and falsely prefer a charge of so grave 
a nature as tiie one now iindi'r notice, in a ease in wiiich personally lie could have no 
coueeiu whatever! —He did iiotlx'long to the loth Uegiment; lie hadno occasion to 
propitiate the favour or ilieiul tlm ill will of Colonel Gidley ; — he was in no wuty 
ju'xed lip with tlic mUuinlerstaiiding previously in the Corps ; and, in the selec- 
tion of his companions from uiiumg tlio othccr.s of it, bo appears, naturally 
enough, to liave preferred tlm.se wlmse characters and conduct assimilated with 
his ow n, w ithout wholly sliuuiiing tiie society rd the others. — And w'ould any 
Court, hy leeonliiig a Verdict of acquittal on a charge established by such evi- 
dence, stamp tlio character of a witness like this witli the stigma of a wanton 
pi'rversiou of tluj truth,— not to say willful Lerjury ? — I have studied the human 
xuind to very little purpose indeed, if such sliould unhappily bo the result ! 

Let us now submit the cviUeiico of Lieut- Thompson, and Ensigns 
Lofl and Hammond to the same test, auda.sk by wliat motive they could have boon 
actuated in affording it. All three are distinctly accused, by an unconcerned and 
impartial w itiu'ss, of participating in tJie dudiberato and disgusting actwhicli forms 
the subject of this Instance; while one of them. Ensign liammond,-— previous to 
the jier'petration of it, is heard by tlio .same witness to ask Colonel Gidley “shall 
we walk into the Doctor,’' to which tho Colonel replies “yes sell liim by ftU 
means.” — Eor thosiiaro which Colonel Gulley had in that act, ho has been called ' 
upon to answ'er at the bar of this tribunal and to exonerate himself from the 
( barge, on whom doe.s ho lean hu* support? the very por.son.s who are alleged to 
have (ak(;ii tho m«;st active part in it ! Is not this, as if a party indicted in a 
Coiut of Criminal Law, uy an Accessory before the fact t,o a X^clony, were to do- 
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mand an acquittal oil the Sulc testimony of liis accouipliceg, merely because tlie 
latter, tlioii'jh known as such, had not yet been arrain^ed for their complicity in 
it? If instead of liavinjj called his witnesses to depose on the subject of the iiidcccmt 
assault made upon the late Dr. Klliot, Lieutenant Thompson and Ensigns Loft and 
Jlanimond had been brought to trial before this Court for perpetrating that atro- 
city; and had the evidence for the Prosecution been confined, as it now is, to that 
of Lieutenant Hoskins alone, at what conclusion would the Court then have ar- 
rived at? Any attorney’s clerk could toll us that, the alfirraative testimony of 
one credible witness being suffeient in such a case, a conviction would have 
been iuevitablo. 

I have already said that I dare not trust mystrlf to expatiate on the evidence 
given by Lieutenant Thompson and Ensigns Ifaiiiinond and Loft, in connection 
with this Instance of the Charge. 1 shall exercise the same resiTve, in asking by 
what they could Iiave been actuated in giving that evidence; leaving the 

answer to be found in the verdict of the Court. 

Before quitting this part of the aubjoct, it may be as well to consider the law in 
regard to a single witness, and weighing his evidence against the counter testi- 
mony of live or inoro partners. In the Court of Ordinary Criminal Jurisdiction, 
th(3 only offences which require to be established by more than one witness, are 
High Treason, IMisprison of TVeason, and Perjury; while the making of False 
Musters is the only military delinquency which must under the provisions of the 
31 th section of the Mutiny Act, he proved by two wdtnessos. 

“ In deciding upon the effect of evidence,’ (says Mr. Phillips) “ the question is, 
not by how many witnesses a fact may have been proved, but whether it has been 
proved satisfactorily, and so us to convince the understanding. The number of 
witnesses is m)t more couclusivo on a matter of proof than a number of argu- 
ments on a subject of reasoning, 

“ If the law were in every case to require peremptorily two witnesses, this would 
by 110 means ensure the discovery of the truth, but it would infallibly obstruct its 
discovery whenever a fact is known only to a single witness ; and thus secret 
crime might puss with impunity. Abstractedly speaking, there cannot be any 
reason for suspecting the evidence of a witness, because lie stands alone. Tire 
evidence of a single witness may lie so clear, so full, so impartial, so free from all 
suspicion and bias as to produce in every mind, oven in the most scrupulous, the 
strongest and deepest conviction. On the other Jiand, witness may crowd after 
witness, all repeatijig the same facts, yet none be worthy of credit. In short, it is 
the character of witnesses and the character of their evidence that ought to pre- 
vail, and not their number.’' 

With these remarks of Mr. riiilllps, I had inteudcdclosing my reply ; but there 
is one other material point to which I would wish to direct the atteutioii of the 
Court, and then my task as official Prosecutor will be accomplished. 

At the commencement of this arldress^ I alluded to the contradictory nature of 
the evidence adduced on the present trial, as involving many points connected 
with it in obscurity and doubt; and consequently demanding very mature consi- 
deration. 

The remarks which I have had tljc honor of submitting to the Court on those 
points will have succeeded, I tru>st, in dispelling much of that doubt and obscurity, 
and it now only remains for me to impress upon their minds the expediency of 
instituting a comparison between the characters of the witnessess, generally, 
adduced on both sides, as a very safe, not to say an unerring guide in deciding 
on the weight to be attaehed to thcii* several stutements. 
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“Whon tho testimony qf conliiutin^ witnesses’’ (says General Kenneily ia 
quoting from SSturkic on evidence) irreconciUible, and cannot be attribiUod ta 
incapacity or error, it frequently becomes a painful and dilUeuU task to decide 
to wiiich class credit is due. The first comparison is their character for intsg*^ 
rity. This may either depend on positive Evidence as to their previous situation, 
conduct and character; or may be a matter of inference or presumption, from their 
relative situation to the parties or the subject matter of the ciitise, and the 
various and almost innumerable circumstances by which their testimony may be 
influenced or biased/’ 

In instituting the comparison just mentioned, I praj the Court to ponder well 
and long on these remarks made by one of tho most omiiient writers on the law of 
evidence. Apply the tests therein proposed, first to the witnesses called by me, — 
Tiie Rev. Mr. Watson, Dr. Beatty, Lieutenants Raikes, Mollcrsh, liillamore and 
}loskins, Major Watkin, Captain Kane, Lieut. Coles, and Riisigus Thompson 
and Kraser, and Ensigns Loft and Hammond. Ask yourselves what was the pre- 
vious situation, conduct, and character of each; what his relative situation as to 
11)0 parties and the subject matter of the cause : and how his teslimoity may have 
Leon iiiilucjiccd or biased. 

Ill doing this let mo entreat you not to lose sight of tho fact, that the’^ix first 
named witnesses for the Prosecution wore in no way connected with the loth 
Regiment, and could not therefore, be swayed any personal feeling or bias ; 
•while the remaining four belong to that section of the officers, not one ol whom 
have ever been charged with acts of Intcmperanco or Indecency. Bear in mind 
the* circumstances under which the suicidal letter alluded to in an early part of 
this address, was written by Colonel Gidley; the manner in which he obtained 
the support of seven out of the eight officers to whom tlio fatal qm^stion was pro- 
posed; and tho imperious necessity under which ho and they, from that momoiil 
laboured, of persisting in statements originally made, as we gathered from one of 
Ills own witucsscss, merely with a view to save the credit of the corps. Komembor 
also tho damning resolution of another of his supporters, to resign the servit;e 
rather tlian give evidence against Colonel Gidloy ; — and declare by your verdict 
to which class of witnesses, adduced on this trial, credit ought to bo accorded. 
It is a very painful task, no doubt, to be required to denounce a statement, deli-^ 
berately made on oath by any one occupying the position of an officer and a 
gentleman, as being directly at variance with the truth ; but that painful duty tho 
preacutCourt will shortly be called upon to perform, as,rogards either tlio witnesses 
for the defence or those for tho prosecution. One class or the other must inevi- 
tably be branded with the stigma of mendacity, aud, in deciding on which the 
stain shall rcst, tho Court, I feel assured, will act in strict accordance with the 
terras of tho solemn obligation under which they assumed their present office, — 
without partiality, favour, or affection, according to their consiccucc, and the best 
«)f their uuderstauding. 

II. Bo VIS, Captain, 
Deputy Judge Advocate General. 

Bombay, 8th April, 1851 


GENERAL ORDER. 

r>T ms EXCIiLLE^XT XUlfi COMMANDliK-rX-ClIIEr. 

Head Quarters, Mahableshwur, 15th April, 1851 
At an European General Court Martial, assembled at Bombay, on tlie ‘.20th day 
Eebiuary lilgd, and ef irhkU CvL Erederkk X’uxkiusoa Lester, CeinmaudanC it 



Ai'tnJery, ii Pieuldeiit, Litnil^nant Colouel Tlioiuai GiJI^v, of the 22nil Rogiaient N. 
J., WAS tried ou the lullowing Charges, viz: — 

CnARQES.— Liontenant Colonel Tliomns Gidler, of the 22nd Rogiment N. T., brought 
lo trial ou the following Charges, viz; — 

First Charqk. — For gross derelictimi of duty, when Commanding Oflicer of the 
16tl» Regiment N. T., in having at Bhooj, in the province of Cutch, between tho 
1st of January and 1st of Sopteinber one thousan-1 eight hundred and fiftj’ -three, conn- 
lenanced intemperance and unhecoming condin-t among the Officors of the Regi- 
ment under his command, by permitting, uncheeked and unpunished, tho following 
inatnnccs^ of drunkenness and'impropriety degrading lo Gentlemen and ruinous to 
* ' ipline. 

First fustant'e . — In the instance of the late Surgeon Elliot, vho was dr.mlk and 
IiuU'cent in his language at a dinner party given by the Political Agent in Cntcli 
on or about the thirteenth da}" of July, one thousand eight hundred and fifty three, — • 
the Prisoner being present. 

SiCond Tmidncr. — lw the instance of Lieutenant Comyn, of the 15tli Regiment 
N. 1., who was drunk wlien going to the Durbar of Ilis Highness the Rao of (hitch, 
on ('f about the seventh day of April, one thous.ind eight hundred and fifty, three. 

Third InstioK'r . — In the instance of Ensign Loft, of the I5lh Regiment N. T ^ 
who was drunk at. a dinner part}* given by the Political Agent, in Cutch, on or about 
the month of April, one thousand eight hundred and fifty-three, — tho Prisoner being 
present* ^ 

Fourth Insloncc . — In the yistance of the late Surgeon Elliot, and Ensigns Loft and 
Hammond, of tlie I5th Regiment Native Infanti*}', who were drunk at a Nautch, 
given on or about tho twentieth day of April, one thousand eight hundred and fifty- 
tliroe, — the Prisoner being present. 

Fifth Tnsttincc. — In the instance of (he late Surgeon Elliot, wlio, on or about the 
tliirteonlh day of April, one thousand eight hundred and fifty-three, between the 
Iioms of nine and ten o’clock at nighi, arrived dinnk at ihisigu Cole’s Bunga - 
low wiicn required to allbrd medical aid to that Officer, Surgeon Elliott having come 
from the prisoner a house on that occasion. 

Sixth Instance . — In the instance of Lieut. Laurie, of the Iwth Regiment Nativa 
Infantry, who ivas drunk in the Billiard -room of the Regiment on or about tho 
evening of the thirteenlh day of August, one thousand eight hundred and ftfty- 
lliree, — tho prisoner being present. 

Seccnih Instance, — In the instance of Ensign Loft, of the 15th Regiment N, I, 
who w'as (frnnk at the prisoners quarters, on or about the third day of August, one 
thousand eight huudred and fifty-three. Ensign Loft being at the time on duty as 
(.Officer of the day. 

Secojcd Charge. — F or gross dereliction of duty, when Commanding Officer of (he 
J5(li Regiment N. L, and conduct highly disgraceful and unbecoming tho charac- 
ter of aii Officer and a Gentleman, ill not iiileifering to prevent tho following scenes 
of indecency which were enacted in hw presence. 

First Instance. — In the instance of 'disgusting language used towards the late 
Surgeon Elliot, in tho Billiard-room of the 15lh Regiment Native Infantry, on 
or about the month of April, one thousand «ight hundred and fifty three, on which oc- 
casion Ensign Loft, of the fOih ReginiciU Native Infantry, Uivl hold yf Burgeon 
Elliot by the private part?. 



Se-'oml hnUmce. -In tlift Imtnnrft of thelste Elliot, wli.^'s^* p^^rson was in- 

.'lef’cutly exp'^sed in tlio BlUiaid-rooni, bv certain Officers of tho Regiment, on or 
about the month of Muy, one tliousaud eight hundred aiuUifty-lhree. 

The above being in breach of the Articles of War. 

Adjutant GencraTs Office, 

Head Quarters, Bombay, 6th Februaiy, 1854. 

By order of His Excellency the Coinmander-in-Chiof, 
(Sd.) IIicNRY Hancock, Lieut, Col., 
Adjt. GcnI. ofthoArmy, 

TTpon which Gliargea the Court caino to the following decision:— 

EiNDiNci. — The Court, from the evidence before it, finds tho Eiisoncr, -Lieut. 
Colonel Thomas (_li<lley, of the Twenty -second Regiment Native Infantry, 

Guilty of the First Cliarge in (he First Instance. 

(luilty of (lie First ('barge in the Second Instance* 

Guilty of the First Cl>arge in the Third Instance. 

Guilty of (he First (vliarge in the Fourth Instance. 

Not Guilty of the First (Jjharge in the Fifth Instance. 

Guilty of the First Cliargc in the Sixth Instance. 

Guilty of the First Cliarge in tiie Seventh Instance, 

Not Guilty of the Second Charge in the First Instance, 

Guilty of the Second Charge in the Second Inatunoe. 

Skntknok. — The Court having found the Prisoner GuiKy, as above specified, 
which being in breach of the Articles of Was, sentence him, Lieutenant Colonel 
d'homas (iidley, of the Twenty-second Regiment of Native Infantry, to bo dismissed the 
Honorable Company’s Service. 

(Sd,) F. P. LT’.stf.k, Colonel, anil President 

(Sd.) IT. BoYk, Capt., 

Ppputy Judge Advocate General. 

Approved and Confirmed. 

(Sd.; F. FitzClarencr, Lieutenat General. 

Commander in Chief, Bombay Army. 

Head (?2uartcr3, Mabableshwar, IfJtli April, 1854. 

' Remauks by the Commander in Chief. 

It is nnnecessary that I should add, by any remarks of mine, to the pain which the 
V)fficer who has been tho subject of this trial, must experience at the Ininentable po- 
eition in which he has placed Iiimself. But my sense of duty requires that the fol« 
lowing Officers who were placed in arrc.st by Lieutenant Colonel Sinclair, Command- 
ing in Cutch, and President of the Court of Inquiry, which preceded tliis trial, shouid 
be brought before a Court Martial, viz. Lieutenants Laurie, Comyn, and Fraser, aud 
Ensigns Loft and llamond. 

(?d.) Frederick FitzO t.arence, Lieut-GtijI. 

Commander in Chwf, 



